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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 4264. 

Stanton R. Norman, Appellant, 

vs. 

Adele Cooke Norman. 

a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 41453. 

Adele Cooke Norman, Plaintiff, 

vs. 

Stanton R. Norman, Defendant. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered that in the Supreme Court of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times here¬ 
inafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceedings 
had in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 

1 Bill for Limited Divorce. 

Filed June 29, 1923. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 41453. 

Adele Cooke Norman, Plaintiff, 

vs. 

Stanton R. Norman, Defendant. 

To the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding equity 
court: 

The plaintiff, Adele Cooke Norman, respectfully states as follows: 

1. She is an adult citizen of the United States, and for more than 
three years last past has been a resident of the District of Columbia, 
and files this suit in her own right. 
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*2. The defendant, Stanton R. Norman, is an adult citizen of the 
United States and a resident of the District of Columbia, and is sued 
in his own right. 

3. Plaintiff and defendant were lawfully united in marriage on the 
1st day of December, 1900, in the City of Baltimore, State of Mary¬ 
land, according to the rites of the Methodist Episcopal Church bv the 
Reverend Joseph E. Smith, a Minister of the Gospel duly authorized 
and qualified to perform said ceremony of marriage. 

4. Two children have been born of the marriage of plaintiff and 
defendant, namely, a daughter, Tyler Norman, now married, and 
whose married name is Foley, and Robert Tilghman Norman, a son, 

born November 13th, 1906. 


2 5. After the marriage of plaintiff and defendant as afore¬ 

said, they lived and cohabited as man and wife in the City of 
Norfolk, State of Virginia, for about five years, after which they re¬ 
moved to the City of Washington, where they have resided ever since, 
until their separation as hereinafter more fully set forth. 

6. During the period of time when the parties hereto resided in 
Norfolk, Virginia, their relations as man and wife were reasonably 
pleasant and amicable, but shortly after they took up their residence 
in the City, of Washington, District of Columbia, defendant com¬ 
menced a course of neglect of, and cruelty towards, plaintiff in which 
course he has persisted, and which neglectful and cruel conduct has 
steadily grown worse, until it became so unbearable that on, to wit, 
the 29th day of June, 1923, plaintiff was thereby compelled to and did 
leave the house occupied by herself and defendant and took up her 
abode with her daughter, the said Tyler Norman Foley, with whom 
plaintiff is still living. 

7. Upon one occasion, approximately ten years ago, and while the 
parties hereto were residing at No. 1861 California Street, North 
West, during the course of an argument concerning some matter of 
trivial consequence the exact nature of which plaintiff is unable to 
state, defendant without cause or provocation on the part of plaintiff, 
grabbed her by the arm and dragged her across the floor, tearing her 
clothing in so doing, and addressing plaintiff in an exceedingly pro¬ 
fane way the exact language used by him being of such a shocking 

nature that she will not set same forth in this bill unless re- 


3 quired so to do, ordering her out of the house. Their daugh¬ 
ter was present at this scene and implored defendant not to 
treat plaintiff in the manner aforesaid, and he finally released her and 
left the premises. 

8. Defendant, for many years, has sworn at plaintiff almost daily, 
has humiliated her in the presence of her children and strangers by. 
cursing her, has formed the habit of hardly ever addressing any re¬ 
marks to her of a conversational nature, and of absenting himself 
from his home practically every night in the week and on holidays. 

9. Plaintiff is reliablv informed, believes and therefore avers that 

v / 

defendant spends a large part of his time in the society of other 
women, upon whom he spends considerable sums of money, and that 
his habits in that respect are largely responsible for his neglect of 
and lack of interest in plaintiff. On the evening of April 21, 1923, 
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defendant took a woman, whose identity is unknown to the plain¬ 
tiff, in defendant s automobile, and drove her through Rock Creek 
Park to a point near the dividing line between the District of Co¬ 
lumbia and the State of Maryland on a lonely road leading into 
Silver Springs, Maryland. Defendant parked his said automobile in 
a secluded spot on the District of Columbia side of said dividing line, 
extinguished all lights thereon except the parking light,and remained 
in said spot, with no other occupant of his said automobile except him¬ 
self and said unknown woman, for one hour and forty-three minutes, 
returning to his home about midnight*. 

10. Plaintiff went to Europe in the summer of 1922, and 
4 during her absence and while the home of plaintiff and de¬ 
fendant in this city, No. 2519 Connecticut Avenue, North 
West, was occupied only by defendant and two servants, defendant 
upon several occasions, the exact dates of which plaintiff is unable 
more specifically to allege, took women, whose identity is unknown 
to plaintiff, although she has endeavored to ascertain the same, into 
the home of plaintiff and defendant, late at night, and into the bed¬ 
room of plaintiff and defendant, where defendant and said women 
drank liquor and smoked cigarettes and where they remained for 
long periods of time late at night. 

11. In the latter part of August, 1921, while plaintiff and defendant 
were staying at the Kenilworth Hotel, at Virginia Beach, Virginia, 
defendant without any cause of justification, assaulted the plaintiff, 
and shook her violently, and threw her down upon a bed. 

12. In the month of April, 1923, defendant in the presence of cer¬ 
tain workmen who were installing curtains, and also in the presence 
of plaintiff's maid, in said premises 2519 Connecticut Avenue, North¬ 
west, cursed plaintiff, and stated that if she said another word he 
would “bust her open,” all without anv provocation or excuse. 

13. Defendant has many times cursed and abused plaintiff in such a 
loud and violent manner as to attract the attention of neighbors and 
strangers, causing plaintiff such great humiliation that she has been 
ashamed afterwards to meet these persons, or to be seen in the society 
of defendant. 


14. Defendant has frequently gone away for periods of from six 
weeks to two months, without informing plaintiff where he 

5 was going and without any communication with her while he 
was away. When she asked him where he was going, or 
where he had been, he would reply that it was none of her damned 
business. 

15. Defendant frequently comes home in the evening and changes 
his clothing, and starts out again without his dinner, and without in¬ 
forming plaintiff where he is going, and upon certain of these oc¬ 
casions he has carried with him bottles of liquor. When plaintiff has 
asked defendant where he was going upon these occasions he has in¬ 
variably replied it was none of her damned business. 

16. On May 1, 1923, while plaintiff, defendant and their son were 
at the breakfast table in their Connecticut Avenue residence, plain¬ 
tiff requested defendant to allow her to look at a piece of the paper, 
whereupon defendant handed the entire newspaper to his son, tellr 
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ing him to give it to his mother and coupled with said remark an 
expression so obscene, indecent and vulgar that plaintiff will not set 
the same forth herein unless required so to do by this Court. 

17. On Friday June 22, 1923, defendant, without any justifica¬ 
tion, cause or excuse in the course of a conversation with plaintiff 
in which she asked him to provide funds for a visit by her to Virgina 
Beach, Virginia, told her that he would prefer that she never come 
back from said Virginia Beach. 

18. That the foregoing acts of misconduct and cruelty by defend¬ 
ant were each and all without any cause, justification or excuse so far 
as plaintiff is concerned, and plaintiff has always conducted herself 

towards the defendant as a faithful and dutiful wife. Plain- 
(3 tiff’s health has been seriously impaired and injured by the 
cruel and inhuman conduct of defendant, to which she long 
submitted, solely because she regarded it as her duty to make a home 
for her children, regardless of the personal sufferings and sacrifices im¬ 
posed upon her in continuing to live under the same roof with de¬ 
fendant, with whom she has not cohabited since the 14th day of 
April, 1923, being the time when she first learned of his bringing 
women into her home, hereinbefore set forth. That inasmuch as her 
daughter is married, and her son is now old enough to enter college, 
in which it is expected that he will matriculate in the coming fall, 
plaintiff feels that her duty towards her children has been fully per¬ 
formed, and that it is now time for her to consider herself and she 
cannot continue to live with defendant without serious and perma¬ 
nent injury to her health. 

19. For the reasons aforesaid, plaintiff, on the 29th day of June, 
1923, left said premises, 2519 Connecticut Avenue, North West, and 
took up her abode with her daughter, with whom she now resides. 

20. Plaintiff is without any property, means or income, and at 
present is dependent upon her daughter and son-in-law for the neces¬ 
saries of life. Defendant has a one-half interest in the Hotel Mar¬ 
tinique, located at No. 1211 16th Street, North West,Washington, D.C. 
The unimproved real estate upon which this hotel is erected is as¬ 
sessed at $190,058, and the improvements consist of an eight story 
modern hotel of brick, concrete, steel and stone construction, the esti¬ 
mated builder’s cost of which was in excess of $200,000. In Septem¬ 
ber 1920 defendant purchased the property at 2519 Con- 

7 necticut Avenue, North West, in which plaintiff and defend¬ 
ant have been residing, and took title thereto in the names of 
himself and plaintiff, but when plaintiff went abroad in the summer 
of 1922, defendant procured from her a deed to her interest in said 
real estate, stating that he desired same so that he could pass title 
thereto in the event of a sale in her absence. Said property is of the 
value of about $40,000. Defendant is engaged in this city in the 
real estate, building and investment business, from which he has an 
income of approximately $10,000 per year. He has a bank account 
of at least $5,000, and is the owner of a Cadillac sedan automobile, 
1923 model, and of a yacht valued at about $6,000. Defendant is a 
life member of the Racquet Club, a member of the Corinthian Yacht 
Club, of this city, and a member of the Columbia Country Club. 
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Wherefore, the premises considered, Plaintiff prays: 

1. That process issue directed to the defendant Stanton R. Nor¬ 
man, requiring him to appear and answer the exigencies of this bill 
of complaint, according to law and the rules of this Court, and that 
said Stanton R. Norman be made defendant hereto. 

2. That a rule issue directed to said Stanton R. Norman requir¬ 
ing him to show cause on a day therein named why he should not 
pay such sum of money as the Court may deem proper for the sup¬ 
port and maintenance of the plaintiff pending the hearing of this 
cause upon its merits. 

3. That plaintiff be granted a decree of divorce from bed and board 

as against said defendant, and that she be awarded permanent 
S alimony, counsel fees and costs of this proceeding, and that 
the Court make such order and decree as may be necessarv 
and proper concerning plaintiff’s rights as to the society and custody 
of her infant son. 

Fourth. That plaintiff may have such other and further relief as to 
the Court may seem appropriate and proper, the premises considered. 

ADELE C. NORMAN. 

JOSEPH A. RAFFERTY, 

P. II. MARSHALL, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Adele Cooke Norman, being first duly sworn, on oath says that 
she has read the foregoing bill of complaint by her subscribed and 
knows the contents thereof, and that she verily believes the facts 
therein stated to be true. 

ADELE C. NORMAN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of June, A. D 
1923. 

[seal.] JUDSON T. CULL, Jr. 


9 Answer of Defendant to Plaintiff's Bill of Complaint. 

Filed July 6, " >23. 

******* 

The defendant, Stanton R. Norman, for answer to the petition of 
plaintiff in the above entitled cause states: 

(1) He admits the allegations of Paragraph 1 of the petition. 

(2) He admits the allegations of Paragraph 2 of the petition. 

(3) He admits the allegations of Paragraph 3 of the petition. 

(4) He admits the allegations of Paragraph 4 of the petition. 

(5) He admits the allegations of Paragraph 5 of the petition, in 

so far as they may be material. 
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(G) This defendant denies positively ihe allegations contained in 
this paragraph and states the truth to be thus: 

This defendant met with financial reverses in 1913, and just as 
soon as this plaintiff found that she was not able to get as much 
money as she wanted from the defendant, she began a course of ill- 
treatment and abuse which has continued up to and including the 
29th of June, 1923, when the plaintiff advised this defendant that her 
lawyer had advised her that she could not sue this defendant for 
divorce while living with him, so that she was moving that day to her 
daughter's in order to bring this suit. 

(7) This defendant denies positively the allegations of this 
10 paragraph of the bill and states the truth with reference to the 
incident mentioned to be thus: 


The defendant sat down to the dinner table in his shirt sleeves. 
Thereupon his wife became very angry and not only abused the de¬ 
fendant. but reflected on the character of his mother, well knowing 
that reflection on the character of his mother would anger defendant. 
Thereupon the defendant stated to her, “Do not repeat that remark,” 
and the plaintiff thereupon again spoke disparagingly of his mother, 
causing the defendant to simply push her from him. This is all 
there was to the incident. Defendant did not strike her or assault 
her. did not tear her clothing, did not drag her across the room, as set 
forth in her bill of complaint. 

(8) This defendant denies the allegations of this paragraph, and 
states the facts to be thus: 

As soon as this defendant takes his seat at the table to eat his 
meals, the plaintiff begins abusing him. complaining of not having 
sufficient money, and complaining of everything in general, with the 
result that he has repeatedly said to her, using such remarks as, “For 
(I— sake let me eat a meal in peace,” or when she tells him that he 
is talking too loud and that the servant will hear it, he lias repeatedly 
said “Damn the servant/’ and this has been the extent of his cursing, 
except upon one or two occasions when he was beside himself by rea¬ 
son of the nagging and exasperating methods used by his wife toward 
him, when he has used language somewhat stronger. 

(9) This defendant denies absolutely the statements contained 
in this paragraph. He denies specifically the statement 

11 therein that he spends a large part of his time in the society of 
other women, and the denies that he spends considerable sums 
of money on other women, except that he has sent small sums of 
money to his mother and to plaintiff's mother. Defendant denies 
specifically that his habits with respect to other women is largely re¬ 
sponsible for his neglect of and lack of interest in plaintiff, as alleged 
in her petition, and states the facts in this regard to be thus: 

When defendant invites his wife for an automobile ride, she, in 
many instances, declines to go with him. Up to her return from 
Europe she would sometimes go. After her return from Europe in 
1922 she told this defendant that thereafter she did not \cant to meet 
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anv of defendant’s friends, and that she did not want any of her 
friends to meet him, and also that she desired him to associate with 
his own friends and not with hers. This defendant states that even 


before this statement was made, if he attended anv function with his 
wife, as carefully as he might be in his manner toward the ladies 
present, when he returned home his wife would accuse him of mis¬ 
conduct, and these accusations were of such a grave nature that he 
felt and believed, and now feels that it was far fetter for him not to 


attend any function with his wife than to go to one and have her 
accuse him and the ladies who were present and who were as inno¬ 
cent of any wrong-doing as they could possibly be. 

In addition to this the plaintiff repeatedly told the defendant that 
she hated him and wished that she could get rid of him. This de¬ 
fendant further states that he is now advised that the plain- 
12 tiff has told other persons that she never wanted to see his face 


again. 

(10) This defendant denies the statements contained in this para¬ 
graph, as alleged therein, and states the fact to be that during the ab¬ 
sence of his wife in Europe he, upon several occasions, invited parties 
of men and women—men and their wives in most instances—to hi9 
home in Connecticut Avenue, as he believed, and is now advised, he 
had a perfect right to do. 

(11) This defendant denies that he assaulted his wife in August, 
1921, while staying at the Kenilworth Hotel at Virginia Beach. He 
states the facts to be that he went to Virginia Beach where his wife 
had been spending the summer to see her and his boy, with the result 
that she heaped abuse upon him, made accusations against him, and 
tormented him to the extent that he took the next train to Washing¬ 
ton and permitted her to remain there for the balance of the summer 
without going near her. 

(12) This defendant denies that he cursed in the presence of 
plaintiff’s maid and workmen who were installing curtains. He 
states the facts with reference to this incident to be thus: 

He came down to breakfast and his wife immediately began to 
abuse him and make accusations against him. This defendant re¬ 
plied “For G-sake let me eat my breakfast in peace.” There¬ 

upon the plaintiff said, “If I were you, 1 would not use such lan¬ 
guage in the presence of the workmen.” The defendant replied, 
“Damn the workmen.” This defendant says that he did not curse 
his wife and did not swear or use curse words except as above stated. 

(13) This defendant denies absolutely the statements con- 
13 tained in this paragraph. 

(14) This defendant says it is true that he left home on 
business and sometimes on pleasure, and recently he has done so with¬ 
out telling his wife where he was, and this-because of the fact that his 
wife saw fit to leave him and her home repeatedly without advising 
him of her whereabouts, and he having learned of the fact that she 
was having detectives following him wherever he went, felt that he 
had a right to at least spend a few days in pleasure or attend to his 
business when his business called him out of the city, without having 
these men haunting his footsteps. 
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(1.*)) This defendant admits that several times he has come home 
in the evening and changed his clothes and gone out without his din¬ 
ner and without informing plaintiff where he was going for the rea¬ 
son that he could not eat his dinner in peace at home, and he did not 
advise her where he was going for the reason that he did not want to 
be annoyed by these men following him. 

(16) This defendant says it is true that upon one occasion, and he 
believes it to be about May 1, 1923, he did use vulgar language, this, 
however, at a time when his wife was nagging, accusing and threaten¬ 
ing him to the point when he was almost beside himself. He did not 
curse her, however, or strike her, but simply used vulgar language in 
expressing himself. 

(17) This defendant denies the allegation in Paragraph 17. 

(18) This defendant denies the statement of this paragraph and 
states the fact to be that he has done everything in his power 

14 to satisfy his wife and make her contented, and he further 
states that his opinion is that his wife has kept up her habit of 

nagging, harassing, and vexing this defendant by reason of her con¬ 
stant wish to be divorced from him, and in the hopes that he would 
linallv become so exhausted physically and mentally that he would 
commit some act upon which she could base a suit for divorce. 

(19) This defendant states that he talked with his wife in the 
library of their home on that day that she left, the 29th of June, 
1923, at which time she told him that unless he would concede to her 
demands for money that she would leave him, and bring suit for di¬ 
vorce against him. She further told this defendant at this time that 
her lawyer had advised her that she could not sue him for divorce 
while living under the same roof with him, and for that reason she 
was going to move out and move to her daughter’s, so that this suit 
could be instituted. Plaintiff further told this defendant upon this 
occasion that the bill had been prepared and that the filing of same 
was being deferred until she could move out of the house occupied by 
this defendant. 

(20) Answering Paragraph 20, this defendant says that so far as 
he knows his wife is without property or income, lie states, how¬ 
ever, that she left his home without any just cause for so doing and 
he prays the court not to encourage her in so doing by allowing her 
sufficient money to live apart from him. As to this defendant s 
resources, he states the facts to be thus: 

lie owns a small boat for which he paid on the 29th day of No¬ 
vember, 1920 the sum of Four Hundred and Fifty Dollars, 

15 One Hundred and Fifty of which he paid to J. Dallas Grady, 
and Three Hundred of which he paid to Felix Lake. This is 

the boat that is referred to in plaintiff’s petition as of a value of Six 
Thousand Dollars. 

The residence of 2519 Connecticut Avenue, northwest, this city, 
owned bv this defendant, and where this defendant resides, claimed 
by plaintiff to be worth Forty Thousand Dollars, was purchased in 
September, 1920, by this defendant under the circumstances set forth 
in another paragraph of this answer for the sum of Twenty Eight 
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Thousand Five Hundred, Eight Thousand Five Hundred of which 
was paid in cash and the balance was secured by two deeds of trust, a 
first and a seconddeedof trust, upon which there is a balancedue today 
of Fifteen Thousand Five Hundred Dollars. Under the terms and 
conditions of the second trust the defendant is required to pay each 
month the sum of One Hundred and Fifty Dollars, and this he has 
paid out of his earnings. The exact value of this property at this 
time defendant would not undertake to state, but he believes it to be 
worth in excess of the amount he paid for it. 

This defendant states that when the plaintiff had made her ar¬ 
rangements to go abroad in the summer of 1922, a deed was executed 
by this defendant and his wife, conveying the property to his daugh¬ 
ter, so that in the event of sale during her absence in Europe, title 
could be passed without her signature. 

The statement in this paragraph that the unimproved real estate 
upon which the Hotel Martinique is erected is assessed at One Hun¬ 
dred and Ninety Thousand and Fifty Eight Dollars is not 

16 true. The defendant says that the fact is that this property is 
assessed on the assessment books of the District of Colum¬ 
bia at Nineteen Thousand and Fifty Eight Dollars. This defendant 
says it is true that he owns a one-half interest in the Hotel Marti¬ 
nique, located at 1211 16th Street, N. W.. Washington, D. C. This 
defendant, however, states that his equity in this property is very 
small—that the same is encumbered by a first and second trust on the 
real estate which said first trust was made by the Cleveland Discount 
Company of Cleveland, Ohio, and the second trust was made to, and 
is, so far as defendant knows, the property of Boyle-Robertson Con¬ 
struction Company, who constructed the building. This defendant 
further states that the furnishings in said building was encumbered 
to the Gimbel Brothers of Philadelphia. This defendant states 
further that this hotel property is not at this time paying, and that 
he and the other owners are compelled to put additional money in 
the enterprise in order to keep it operating until October when he 
hopes and believes that the property will bring to the owners at least 
a small return on the investment. 

This defendant in answer to the allegations of this paragraph says 
that his income for 1920, 1921, 1922, and the first half of 1923, after 
paying actual sale expenses and not including any cost for his home 
or for the maintenance of support of his family, totaled only $18-, 
954.74, or an average of $5,415.64 yearly income out of which he 
has been compelled to pay $150.00 a month on the second mortgage 
on his home, and also repairs and the support and maintenance of his 
wife and son. This, however, does not include one commis- 

17 sion of something less than Twenty Thousand Dollars, which 
was received in 1922, for the sale of a large property in Wash¬ 
ington. this being, however, the first fee of this kind ever earned by 
him, and all of which fee, with the exception of Twelve Hundred Dol¬ 
lars which he gave to his wife to go to Europe has been invested in 
the Hotel Martinique, and which will be lost to this defendant unless 
he is able to maintain his payments until such time as the property 
will be placed on a paying basis. 

2—4264a 
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ITe denies that his balance in bank amounts to at least Five Thou¬ 
sand Dollars, and states the truth to be that his only bank account is 
in the Munsey Trust Company of this city, where he had a balance on 
the date this suit was tiled of some Six Hundred Dollars, his balance 
today being $813.95. 

This defendant admits that he owns a Cadillac sedan automobile, 
which he purchased in 1923, and uses the same in his real estate busi¬ 
ness, it being in his judgment necessary and proper that he should 
have a good automobile in order to handle the class of people that he 
is endeavoring to deal with. 

This defendant in further explanation of his financial condition 
states that his son, a boy of twelve years, is living with him at this 
time. Prior to the time when his wife left him because of his re¬ 
fusal to meet her demands for money, he, with the consent and ac¬ 
quiescence of his wife, matriculated his son in the Virginia Military 
Institute, which will cost this defendant, including travelling ex¬ 
penses, tuition, summer board, and incidentals about Twelve Hun¬ 
dred Dollars per year, and this defendant states that he is not 
18 in a position financially to support his wife aside and apart 
from him. 

And having fully answered the defendant prays that he may be 
hence dismissed with his costs in this behalf expended. 

STANTON R. NORMAN. 

W. GWYNN GARDINER, 

Attorney for Defendant. 

I, Stanton R. Norman, being first duly sworn, on oath depose and 
state that I have read the foregoing answer by me subscribed and 
know the contents thereof; that the matters and things therein con¬ 
tained of my own knowledge are true, and those upon information 
and belief, I believe to be true. 

STANTON R. NORMAN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me a Notary Public in and for the 
District of Columbia, this 6th day of Julv, A. D. 1923. 

[seal.] ‘ ‘ ETHEL R. GUISE. 


Exhibit “A.” 

Statement of Defendant. 

(1) In 1909 my wife invited to our home upon numerous occa¬ 
sions one-, a woman whose manner and conduct was such 

that I objected to her presence in my home and urged my wife 
19 not to have her as a companion because I thought she was not 
a proper person for my wife to associate with. This request 
angered my wife, with the result that she was abusive and insisted that 
she would go with whom she pleased, and thereafter she spent several 

nights with the said-at her apartment. A few months 

later the said-was reported to be a woman of illrepute. 

When this fact was called to my wife’s attention, she declared that she 
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was innocent of any wrong-doing, and was surprised to know of the 

character of-. She told me that she had then learned of 

this woman’s character. 

(2) During the month of February, 1910, my wife called me a 
damned liar and has called me that upon numerous occasions up to 
the time that she left my home. 

(3) During the same year, 1910, my wife slapped me in the face 
for no other reason than that I picked up an envelope addressed to 
her and looked at the handwriting thereon. 

(4) In the latter part of the same year, 1910, my wife became 
angered in my office for the reason that I made a cheek in payment of 
a bill to S. Kami Sons direct to the firm rather than to the order of 
my wife. She said to me upon this occasion “I don’t want you to 
come home tonight. You stay away. I do not want you in the 
house with me.” 

(5) In the following year, 1911, my wife took up the habit of 
smoking cigarettes in the presence of our little children. She con¬ 
tinued this habit despite my protests that she not do so. 

(6) Thereafter, in March, 1914, my wife attended a dance 

20 at the Navy Yard without my knowledge, and when 1 ap¬ 
proached her about it upon her return at 7:15 P. M., she became 

very angry and replied to me, “I will go where 1 please, and I wish 

to G-1 was out of the whole damned business.” At this interview 

she further said to me, “I despise you.” 

(7) During this period from 1909 up to this unpleasant interview 
after her return from the dance, my wife had been urging and be¬ 
seeching me to give her One Hundred Dollars a month and the chil¬ 
dren that she might live separate and apart from me, so that on or 
about March 16, 1914, I told my wife that I would give her the One 
Hundred Dollars a month if she wanted to live separate and apart, or 
she could remain and continue to live with me, as she pleased, but in 
the latter event she must respect my wishes as to public dances and 
other places when she wanted to go without me. She did not accept 
the One Hundred Dollars, but stated to me thus: “You have no right 
to object to my going where I please. You are crazy.” 

(8) This condition continued, although growing steadily worse, 
until in September, 1920, when my wife came home, after I had fur¬ 
nished her the money to spend the summer at Virginia Beach, 
and requested that we live at the Cairo Hotel of this city until we 
could find an apartment, which I consented to. The very first night 
we were at the Cairo she began accusing and abusing me. Her accu¬ 
sations were of the gravest character. In fact she excepted nothing 
unless it be murder. She became so angered that she handed me her 

wedding ring saying that it meant nothing to her and she was 

21 “done.” I refused the ring and she threw it out of the window 
into the street. My little son was present and heard it all. 

From that time to this my wife has never worn a wedding ring. 

(9) Shortly thereafter my wife had her engagement ring made 
over, adding several small stones, forming a cluster. I objected to 
this, telling her that I had some sentiment about that ring, but she 
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made the change despite my objections, saying that it meant nothing 
to her. 

(10) After a few days spent at the Cairo, she decided that she 
wanted a home and did not want to live at the Cairo any longer, and 
I purchased 2319 Connecticut Avenue in an effort to please her, the 
purchase being made after the wife had seen the house and expressed 
delight with it. I was in no financial condition to purchase the 
home, but my wife promised me that if l would purchase it, she 
would be nice to me and do all in her power to make me happy. 1 
took all the money I had in the world and bought it. Two weeks 
after we had moved in the house, she stood at the front door when 1 
was leaving and said “I wish I had never seen this damned house.' 

(11) In 1922, I gave my wife $1,200 with which to pay her ex¬ 
penses to Europe in the hope and belief that it might be the means of 
changing her feeling towards me and improving her conduct towards 
me. She spent four and a half months there. Within two weeks 
after her return she began making the most grave and serious accusa¬ 
tions against me. In fact she was so abusive, so dictatorial, that 
from that time until the date she left my home, she has made my life 

almost unbearable. 

22 (12) From this date her conduct towards me and treatment 
of me has grown constantly worse. Beginning with Febru¬ 
ary, 1923, she has upon a number of occasions left my home without 
my consent or knowledge, without informing me where she was 
going, or when she proposed to return or with whom she was asso¬ 
ciating, and upon my inquiry, she would reply “That is none of your 
business/’ Upon these occasions she usually spent several days at a 
time away from home. In April and May of this year, 1923, she left 
my home upon three different occasions without telling me where she 
was going or with whom she was associating, and I have not the 
slightest idea where she was, nor with whom she was spending her 
time, except that she did tell me that upon one of these occasions, 
some days after she returned, that a part of her time was spent at 
Havre de Grace attending the races. Upon this occasion she stayed 
awav from my home from Saturday until Tuesday. 

(13) My wife returned from Europe in October, 1922, bringing 
with her a photograph of a German man, set in a very attractive ma¬ 
hogany frame. This photograph, as well as the photograph of 
another man in a silver frame, were kept by her on the bureau and 
dressing table in my bedroom. I asked her who they were, and she 
replied, “Oh, just men that I have met.” Upon several occasions I 
told her that I did not like the photograph- of these men in my bed¬ 
room, and requested that she remove them, which she declined to do. 
One night I said to her, “I am all American, and if you do not re¬ 
move from my room the photograph of this damned German, I am 
going to smash it.” She replied, “I just dare you, and if you do you 

will regret it.” I took the German photograph and threw it 

23 in the fireplace, breaking the frame and glass. The next day 
she removed a photograph of herself from my dresser. 

(14) This occurred in April, 1923. Since this she has not occu¬ 
pied the same room or same bed with me. She made no explanation 
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as to her reasons for so doing, although thereafter she advised me that 
she had had detectives following me. I have been followed for 
months by someone, and I assume from her statement that it has 
been these detectives employed by my wife who have been following 
me, she using the money that I have given her to buy clothes for her¬ 
self and my son to employ detectives to follow me, and 1 now find that 
she has not paid the department stores for clothing purchased by 
her, there being now charged to Mrs. Stanion Norman on their books 
something in the neighborhood of One Hundred and Eighteen Dol¬ 
lars. 

(15) My wife has further recently stated to me, “I am tired of 
you. I hate you. I can get another man, and I am going to do it. - ’ 

(16) My wife has spent her summers away from the city at some 
summer resort, and in recent years she has spent her summers at Vir¬ 
ginia Beach, all expenses being paid by me. This year she made ar¬ 
rangements to go to Virginia Beach to spend the summer, but I was 
absolutely unable to give her the money and told her so. When I 
informed her that I did not have the money, she said she woidd leave 
me and have the Court make me pay it to her. On the date that she 
left my house, I remonstrated with her about her purpose in leaving 
my home and suing me, and she replied, “Well, unless you give me 

the money, I am going to sue you for divorce, and my lawyers 

24 tell me I cannot sue you while 1 am staying in the same house 
with you, so I am going to move today. My lawyers have the 

papers all drawn and ready to file, so it is up to you either to pay me 
the money or be sued.” I told her that she would have to file her 
suit. She did leave the house that day, and on the same day this 
suit was filed. 

(17) I am entirely satisfied that my wife has been endeavoring for 
years to get a divorce from me, and that when she found that she 
was unable to get evidence upon which to base a suit for absolute di¬ 
vorce, she filed this suit in hopes that the court would force me to pay 
her enough money to do what she pleased and to live apart from me. 

(18) Upon one occasion and when my wife knew that I was abso¬ 
lutely without funds, with great sacrifice to myself I took Twenty 
Five Dollars to her as a Christmas present. When I presented it to 
her, she declined to accept it with the statement that if I could do no 
better than that I could keep the Twenty Five Dollars for she did not 
want it. 

I, Eva Hutchison, being first duly sworn, on oath depose and say: 

That I am a colored girl employed by Mr. and Mrs. Stanton R. 
Norman, who live at 2519 Connecticut Avenue, N. W., Washington, 
D. C., I have been employed by Mr. and Mrs. Norman since June, 
1921, and have been performing general housework. I have had 
read to me the following statement said to be in the bill in the 

25 suit filed by Mrs. Norman against Mr, Norman. The state¬ 
ment read to me states thus: 

“In the month of April, 1923, defendant, in the presence of cer¬ 
tain workmen who were installing curtains, and also in the presence 
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of plaintiff s maid at said premises, 2-*> 1 b Conneeticut Avenue, N. \\\, 
cursed plaintiff, and stated that if she said another word he would 
‘burst her open/ all without any provocation or excuse.” 


This deponent states that said statement is not true. She remem¬ 
bers very well the morning that some men were hanging curtains in 
the parlor, which is the front room of the house, and Mr. and Mrs. 
Norman were eating breakfast in the dining room, which is the room 
in the back of the house on the same floor, there being one room be¬ 
tween the parlor and the dining room. Mrs. Norman was as usual, 
fussing and complaining, and Mr. Norman became angry and said 
“For God s sake, let me eat my breakfast in peace.” Thereupon Mrs. 
Norman said, “Stanton, if 1 were you 1 would not use such language 
in the presence of the workmen.” Mr. Norman replied, “Damn the 
workmen. What do 1 care about them?” 

I was present waiting on the table during the breakfast, and Mr. 
Norman did not at any time curse Mrs. Norman to my knowlede; 
at least, I did not hear him, nor did l hear any curse words, except as 
stated above. 

On the first dav that I came to work for Mr. and Mrs. Norman, 

c. 

there was a fuss between them at the table, and they have been 
fussing at the table at almost every meal ever sine, until about a 
month or six weeks ago, when Mr. Norman made no replies whatever 
to Mrs. Norman; simply ate his meals, let her fuss, said noth- 
2G ing, and when lie finished he would get up and leave the room 
and sometimes leave the house. In most instances, he would 
leave the house. 

These fusses between Mr. and Mrs. Norman that I heard at the 
table when they were eating their meals were almost every time 
started by Mrs. Norman. She would ask him for money, insistentlv 
demand that he give her more money, or at other times she would ac¬ 
cuse him of having women on his boat, or of having women in the 
house when she was away. Mr. Norman would become angry and 
they would fuss at each other. 

I have never heard Mr. Norman curse Mrs. Norman, but I have 
heard him curse; that is, I have heard him say repeatedly, “For Gods’ 
sake, let me have peace while I am eating,” or “For God’s sake let me 
alone,” or “Damn it, let me alone.” This is the extent of the swear¬ 
ing I have heard Mr. Norman do during these fusses. The only tirqe 
that I would see Mr. and Mrs. Norman together would be at the table 
in the dining room during meal hours. 

Deponent further says that during her whole employment by the 
Normans, she has observed that Mr. Norman has been very kind and 
considerate to his children. lie has never been rough to them in her 
presence, but always acted like a father who loved his children, and 
was willing to do everything he could for them. 

EVA HUTCHINS. 
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Subscribed and sworn to be fore me. a Notary Public, in and for 
the District of Columbia, this 5th day of July, A. D. 
27 1923 

[seal.] SHIPLEY BRASHEARS, Jr., 

Notary Public, District of Columbia. 

Order for Alimony Pendente Lite. 

Filed July 13, 1923. 




Upon consideration of the motion for an allowance to plaintiff as 
alimony pendente lite herein, and of the faculties of the plaintiff and 
defendant as disclosed in the bill of complaint and answer, and after 
argument by counsel for the respective parties, it is ordered, by the 
Court, this 13" day of July, 1923, that the defendant, Stanton R. 
Norman, pay to plaintiff or to her attorneys of record in her behalf, 
as alimony pendente lite, the sum of one hundred and sixty-six dol¬ 
lars and sixty-six cents ($166.66) per month, payable on the loth 
day of each month hereafter, commencing with the loth day of July, 
1923, until further order of this Court. 

By the Court: 

WALTER I. McCOY, 

Chief Justice. 

Form 0. K. 

W. GWYNN GARDINER, 

A tty. for Def. 


Defendant, Stanton R. Norman, through his counsel in open Court 
notes an appeal to the Court of Appeals of the District of Co- 
28 lumbia from the above entitled order, and bond to act as a cost 
bond in the Court of Appeals is hereby fixed at One Hundred 
Dollars and the Court refuses to approve supersedeas bond to act as 
supersedeas; to which refusal defendant excepts. 


By the Court. 


WALTER I. McCOY, 

Chief Justice. 


Amended and Supplemental Bill of Complaint. 


Filed October 5, 1923. 


* * * * * * * 

To the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding an equity 
court: 

The plaintiff, Adele Cooke Norman, by leave of Court first had and 
obtained, files herein her amended and supplemental bill of com¬ 
plaint, and respectfully states as follows: 
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1. She is an adult citizen of the United States, and for more than 
three years last past has been a resident of the District of Columbia, 
and files this suit in her own right. 

2. The defendant, Stanton R. Norman and co-respondent, May 
Horton, are both adult citizens of the United States and residents of 
the District of Columbia, and are sued in their own rights respect¬ 
ively. 

V _ 

3. Plaintiff and defendant were lawfully united in marriage on the 

1st day of December, 1900, in the City of Baltimore, State of 

29 Maryland, according to the rites of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church by the Reverend Joseph E. Smith, a Minister of the 

(Jos pel duly authorized and qualified to perform said ceremony of 
marriage. 

4. Two children have been born of the marriage of plaintiff and 
defendant, namely, a daughter, Tyler Norman, now married, and 
whose married name is Folev, and Robert Tilghman Norman, a son, 
born November 13th, 1906. 

5. After the marriage of plaintiff and defendant as aforesaid, they 
lived and cohabited as man and wife in the City of Norfolk, State of 
Virginia, for about five years, after which they removed to the City of 
Washington, where they have resided ever since, until their separa¬ 
tion as hereinafter more fully set forth. 

6. During the period of time when the parties hereto resided in 
Norfolk, Virginia, their relations as man and wife were reasonably 
pleasant and amicable, but shortly after they took up their residence 
in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, defendant com¬ 
menced a course of neglect of, and cruelty towards, plaintiff in which 
course he has persisted, and which neglectful and cruel conduct has 
steadily grown worse, until it became so unbearable that on, to wit, 
the 29th day of June, 1923, plaintiff was thereby compelled to and 
did leave the house occupied by herself and defendant and took up 
her abode with her daughter, the said Tyler Norman Foley, with 
whom plaintiff is still living. 

7. Upon one occasion, approximately ten years ago, and while the 
parties hereto were residing at No. 1861 California Street, North 
West, during the course of an argument concerning some matter of 

trivial consequence the exact nature of which plaintiff is un- 

30 able to state, defendant, without cause or provocation on the 
part of plaintiff, grabbed her by the arm and dragged her 

across the fioor, tearing her clothing in so doing, and addressing 
plaintiff in an exceedingly profane way, the exact language used by 
him being of such a shocking nature that she will not set same forth 
in this bill unless required so to do, ordering her out of the house. 
Their daughter was present at this scene and implored defendant not 
to treat plaintiff in the manner aforesaid, and he finally released her 
and left the premises. 

8. Defendant, for many years, has sworn at plaintiff almost daily, 
has humiliated her in the presence of her children and strangers by 
cursing her, has formed the habit of hardly ever addressing any re¬ 
marks to her of a conversational nature, and of absenting himself 
from his home practically every night in the week and on holidays. 
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9. Plaintiff is reliably informed, believes and therefore avers that 
defendant spends a large part of his time in the society of other 
women, upon whom he spends considerable sums of money, and that 
his habits in that respect are largely responsible for his neglect of and 
lack of interest in plaintiff. On the evening of April 21, 1923, de¬ 
fendant took a woman, whose identity is unknown to the plaintiff, in 
defendant’s automobile, and drove her through Rock Creek Park to a 
point near the dividing line between the District of Columbia and the 
State of Maryland on a lonely road leading into Silver Springs, Mary¬ 
land. Defendant parked his said automobile in a secluded spot on 
the District of Columbia side of said dividing line, extinguished all 
lights thereon except the parking light, and remained in the said 

spot, with no other occupant of his said automobile except 
ol himself and said unknown woman, for one hour and forty- 
three minutes, returning to his home about midnight. 

10. Plaintiff went to Europe in the summer of 1922, and during 
her absence and while the home of plaintiff and defendant in this 
city, No. 2519 Connecticut Avenue, North West, was occupied only 
by defendant and two servants, defendant upon several occasions, the 
exact dates of which plaintiff is unable more specifically to allege, 
took women, whose identities are unknown to plaintiff, although she 
has endeavored to ascertain the same, into the home of plaintiff and 
defendant, late at night, and into the bedroom of plaintiff and de¬ 
fendant, where defendant and said women drank liquor and smoked 
cigarettes and where they remained for long periods of time late at 
night. 

11. In the latter part of April, 1923, while plaintiff and defendant 
were staying at the Kenilworth Hotel, at Virginia Beach, Virginia, 
defendant without any cause or justification, assaulted the plaintiff, 
and shook her violently, and threw her down upon a bed. 

12. In the month of April, 1923, defendant in the presence of cer¬ 
tain workmen who were installing awnings, and also in the presence 
of plaintiff’s maid, in said premises, 2519 Connecticut Avenue, North 
West, cursed plaintiff, and stated that if she said another word he 
would “bust her open,” all without any provocation or excuse. 

13. Defendant has many times cursed and abused plaintiff in such 
a loud and violent manner as to attract the attention of neighbors and 
strangers, causing plaintiff such great humiliation that she has been 

ashamed afterwards to meet these persons, or to be seen in the 
society of defendant. 

32 14. Defendant has frequently gone away for periods of 

from six weeks to two months, without informing plaintiff 
where he was going and without any communication with her while 
he was away. When she asked him where he was going, or where he 
had been, he would reply that it was none of her damned business. 

15. Defendant frequently comes home in the evening and changes 
his clothing, and starts out again without his dinner, and without in¬ 
forming plaintiff where he is going and upon certain of these occa¬ 
sions he has carried with him bottles of liquor. When plaintiff has 
asked defendant where he was going upon these occasions he has In¬ 
variably replied it was none of her damned business. 

3—4264a 
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1G. On May 1, 1923, while plaintiff, defendant and their son were 
at the breakfast table in their Connecticut Avenue residence, plaintiff 
requested defendant to allow her to look at a piece of the paper, where¬ 
upon defendant handed the entire newspaper to his son, telling him 
to give it to his mother and coupled with said remark an expression so 
obscene, indecent and vulgar that plaintiff will not set the same forth 
herein unless required so to do by this Court. 

17. On Friday, June 22, 1923, defendant, without any justifica¬ 
tion, cause or excuse in the course of a conversation with plaintiff in 
which she asked him to provide funds for a visit by her to Virginia 
Beach, Virginia, told her that he would prefer that she never come 
back from said Virginia Beach. 

18. That the foregoing acts of misconduct and cruelty by defend¬ 
ant were each and all without any cause, justification or ex¬ 


cuse so far as plaintiff is concerned, and plaintiff' has always 


conducted herself towards the defendant as a faithful and 


dutiful wife. Plaintiff’s health has been seriously impaired and in¬ 
jured by the cruel and inhuman conduct of defendant, to which she 
long submitted, solelv because she regarded it as her duty to make a 
home for her children, regardless of the personal sufferings and 
sacrifices imposed upon her in continuing to live under the same roof 
with defendant, with whom she has not cohabited since the 14th day 
of April, 1923, being the time when she first learned of his bringing 
women into her home, hereinbefore set forth. That inasmuch as her 


daughter is married, and her son is now old enough to enter college, 
in which it is expected that he will matriculate in the coming fall, 
plaintiff feels that her duty toward her children has been full- per¬ 
formed, and that it is now time for her to consider herself; and she 


cannot continue to live with defendant without serious and perma¬ 
nent injury to her health. 

19. For the reasons aforesaid, plaintiff, on the 29th day of June, 
1923, left said premises, 2519 Connecticut Avenue, North West, and 
took up her abode with her daughter, with whom she now resides. 

20. Plaintiff is without any property, means or income, and at 
present is dependent upon her daughter and son-in-law for the neces¬ 
saries of life. Defendant has a one-half interest in the Hotel Mar¬ 


tinique, located at 1211 16th Street, North West, Washington, D. C. 
The unimproved real estate upon which this hotel is erected is as¬ 
sessed at $19,058.00, and the improvements consist of an eight-story 
modern hotel of brick, concrete, steel and stone construction, 


34 the estimated builder's cost of which was in excess of $200,- 


000.00. In September, 1920, defendant purchased the prop¬ 
el ty at 2519 Connecticut Avenue, North West, in which plaintiff and 
defendant have been residing, and took title thereto in the names of 
himself and plaintiff, but when plaintiff went abroad in the summer 
of 1922, defendant procured from her a deed to her interest in said 
real estate, stating that he desired same so that he could pass title 
thereto in the event of a sale in her absence. Said property is of the 
value of about $40,000.00. Defendant is engaged in this city in the 
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real estate, building and investment business, from which he has an 
income of approximately $10,000.00 per year. He has a bank ac¬ 
count of at least $5,000.00 and is the owner of a Cadillac sedan auto¬ 
mobile, 1923 model, and of a yacht valued at about $6,000.00. De¬ 
fendant is a life member of the Racquet Club, a member of the Cor¬ 
inthian Yacht Club, of this city, and a member of the Columbia 
Country Club. 

21. Since the filing of the original bill of complaint in this cause, 
defendant has continued his intimacy and association with other 
women. On July 17, 1923, he took a woman, unknown to plaintiff, 
in his automobile, through Rock Creek Park and stopped said auto¬ 
mobile near the 16th Street Reservoir where he and said woman re¬ 
mained for about forty minutes. On the night of September 23, 
1923, he again took a woman, unknown to plaintiff, in his said auto¬ 
mobile, which he subsequently drove to the same place as above men¬ 
tioned, where he stopped said car, and he and said woman sat in the 
rear seat thereof, and hugged and kissed each other, and exchanged 
improper caresses and familiarities. 

35 22. On the night of September 24, 1923, defendant met the 
co-respondent herein at the Columbia Theatre, located at 12th 

and F Streets, North West, Washington, D. C., and drove her from 
said threatre in defendant’s automobile to a point at Massachusetts 
Avenue, North West, near Wisconsin Avenue, North West, where 
he stopped said automobile and defendant and co-respondent hugged 
and kissed each other, and exchanged improper familiarities. 

23. Defendant and said co-respondent were also together on the 
night of September 25, 1923, in the Martinique Hotel, located at 
1211 16th Street, North West, and thereafter in defendant's auto¬ 
mobile, in which they drove out 16th Street, North West, through 
Rock Creek Park, and along the Military Road in the District of Co¬ 
lumbia to Chevy Chase Circle, and from thence to the Columbia 
Country Club in the State of Maryland, which they entered and in 
which they remained about fifteen minutes, and then returned to the 
City of Washington, and proceeded to a point on Connecticut Ave¬ 
nue near the residence owned by plaintiff and defendant, being 
#2519 Connecticut Avenue, North West, and defendant en¬ 
deavored to persuade the co-respondent to accompany him into said 
residence, which was then unoccupied and which co-respondent re¬ 
fused to do. 

24. On the night of September 26, 1923, in premises #2519 Con¬ 
necticut Avenue, North West, City of Washington, District of Co¬ 
lumbia, the defendant committed adultery with the co-respondent, 
May Horton. 

25. That the adultery aforesaid was committed without the con¬ 
sent, connivance, privity or procurement of the petitioner, and 

36 that after discovery of the offense, the petitioner has not vol- 
untarilv cohabited with the defendant, nor has she cohabited 

with him at all. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, Plaintiff prays: 
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1. That process issue directed to tie defendant, Stanton R. Nor¬ 
man, and the co-respondent, May Horton, requiring them and each 
of them to appear and answer the exigencies of this bill of com- 

. plaint, according to law and the rules of this Court, and that they 
be made defendants hereto. 

2. That plaintiff be granted a decree of divorce from the bonds 
of marriage now existing between plaintiff and defendant, because 
of adultery committed by defendant with the co-respondent, May 
Horton, as set forth in paragraph #24 of this amended and sup¬ 
plemental bill of complaint, and that the Court make such order and 
decree as may be necessary and proper concerning plaintiff s rights 
as to the societv and custodv of her infant son. 

3. That defendant be required to pay to plaintiff, as alimony 
herein, both pendente lite and permanently, such sum of money 
as to the Court may seem proper, and also counsel fees and costs; 
and that defendant also be required to make adequate provision 
for the maintenance and education of the minor son of plaintiff 
and defendant. 

4. That plaintiff may have such other and further relief as to the 
Court mav seem appropriate and proper, the premises considered. 

ADELE C. NORMAN. 

JOSEPH A. RAFFERTY, 

P. H. MARSHALL, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

37 District of Columbia, ss: 

Adele Cooke, Norman, being first duly sworn, on oath says that 
she has read the foregoing amended and supplemental bill of com¬ 
plaint by her subscribed and knows the contents thereof, and that 
she verily believes the facts therein stated to be true. 

ADELE C. NORMAN, 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of October, A. D., 
1923 

[seal.] HARRY J. DONOGHUE, 

Notary Public, D. C. 

Fiat. 

Leave to file granted 5th Oct., 1923. 

WILLIAM HITZ, 

Justice. 


Answer of Defendant, Stanton R. Norman. 

Filed October 8, 1923. 

* * * * * * * 

This defendant for answer to the first twenty paragraphs of the 
amended and supplemental Bill of Complaint adopts in all respects 
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his answer heretofore tiled in this cause to the original bill filed by 
the plaintiff against him, as the allegations in the original Bill of 
Complaint are in all respects identical with the amended and sup¬ 
plemental Bill. 

For answer to the twenty-first, twenty-second, twenty-third, 

38 twenty-fourth, and twenty-fifth paragraphs of the amended 
and supplemental Bill of Complaint, this defendant states 

thus: 

(21) This defendant denies positively the allegations of this 
paragraph that he stopped his automobile near the Sixteenth Street 
Reservoir for forty minutes, and he denies positively that he sat on 
the rear seat and “hugged and kissed and exchanged improper 
caresses and familiarities” with the person in said car. 

(22) This defendant admits the allegations of this paragraph 
except in so far as the said paragraph states that lie and the co¬ 
respondent “hugged and kissed each other and exchanged improper 
familiarities.” As to this allegation he states that it positively is 
not true. 

(23) This defendant admits the allegations of this paragraph of 
this bill, except that he denies that he persuaded or endeavored to 
persuade the lady who was with him to go into his residence. 

(24) This defendant denies positively that lie committed adultery 
with the party named as co-respondent in the amended and sup¬ 
plemental bill on the night of September 26, 1923, in premises 
2519 Connecticut Avenue, N. W., Washington, District of Columbia, 
and this defendant further states positively and absolutely that he 
has never committed adultery with the person named as co-respond¬ 
ent in this amended and supplemental Bill at any other place or at 
anv other time. 

Further answering said Bill of Complaint this defendant states 
that the plaintiff in this suit, his wife, is in the opinion of this de¬ 
fendant in love with some other man, and that she and the said 
man are consorting and conniving to divorce this defendant, 

39 and with that in view she has, to the personal knowledge of 
this defendant, had detectives following him for more than 

six months last past; that said detectives claim to have been paid in 
cash for their services, and since, to the personal knowledge of de¬ 
fendant, his wife has no independent means and has been using 
the alimony paid to her by this defendant under the decree of the 
court to pay her board and expenses at Virginia Beach, Virginia, 
some person, unknown to this defendant, has been furnishing her 
with money. This defendant states that his wife has repeatedly 
said to him that she never wanted to see him again and that she 
could and would get another man. and this defendant assumes that 
she has carried out that threat so often made. 

This defendant further states that since 1909, or thereabouts, his 
wife has been very cruel, inhuman, and abusive to him, which con¬ 
stant cruelty, inhumanity, and abusiveness has almost incapacitated 
him from earning a livelihood and has materially and seriously 
affected him physically. 
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And having fully answered, this defendant prays that he may 
be dismissed with his costs in this behalf expended. 

STANTON R. NORMAN, 

Defendant. 

W. GWYNN GARDINER, 

Attorney for Defendant . 

1, Stanton R. Norman, being first duly sworn, on oath depose 
and state that I have read the foregoing answer by me subscribed 
and know the contents thereof; that the matters and things 
40 therein contained of my own knowledge are true, and those 
upon information and belief, I believe to be true. 

STANTON R. NORMAN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and for the 
District of Columbia, this 5th dav of October, A. D., 1923. 

[seal.] ' ETHEL R. GUISE, 

Notary Public, D. (\ 


Final Decree. 

15led May 19, 1924. 

* * * * * * * 

This cause came on to he heard upon the pleadings and testimony, 
and after a hearing upon the merits in open Court, was, by the 
Court referred to the Auditor with directions to ascertain and report 
to the Court the faculties of the defendant, Stanton R. Norman. 
Whereupon, and after the coming in of said report of the Auditor, 
it is, by the Court, this 19th day of May, 1924, adjudged, ordered 
and decreed as follows: 

That the prayer of the plaintiff, Adele Cooke Norman, for a 
divorce from the bond of marriage existing between her and the 
defendant, Stanton R. Norman, be, and the same hereby is, denied. 

That the plaintiff be, and she hereby is, granted a legal separa¬ 
tion from the bed and board of the defendant, because of cruelty 
to plaintiff by defendant; and the plaintiff is hereby awarded the 
custody and control of Robert Tilghman Norman, the minor 
41 son of plaintiff and defendant, during one-half of such period 
of time during the minority of said infant as he shall not 
be in attendance at school, and that defendant pay to plaintiff in 
addition to the permanent alimony hereinafter provided for, an 
allowance at the rate of Thirty five dollars ($35.00) monthly while 
said minor child is in her custody aforesaid. 

That the defendant, Stanton R. Norman, pay to the plaintiff 
the sum of Two Hundred ($200) Dollars per month, as permanent 
alimony, the first payment to be made on the 14th day of April, 
1924, and a like payment to be made on the first secular day of 
each and every month thereafter; that said defendant pay to the 
attorneys of record for plaintiff the sum of Six Hundred and fifty 
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($050) Dollars, arid to Raymond Neudecker, Esquire, counsel ap* 
pointed to defend this cause on behalf of the co-respondent, the 
sum of One Hundred ($100) Dollars, as counsel fees in this cause, 
and that said defendant also pay the costs of this suit, to be taxed 
by the Clerk, including costs of the proceedings herein before the 
Auditor, and that plaintiff may have execution therefor as at law. 

By the Court: 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

Justice. 

From the foregoing decree the defendant, Stanton R. Norman, 
prays an appeal to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 
which is granted and the bond for costs on appeal is fixed at $100.00 
for costs, and to act as a supersedeas at $1,200.00; but if such 
42 supersedeas bond should be given then said defendant shall 
pay to plaintiff the amount of alimony fixed in said decree 
pending said appeal. 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

Justice. 


Memoranda. 

June 10, 1924.—Bond of defendant on appeal for $100, approved 
and filed. 

June 28, 1924.—Time to file statement of evidence extended from 
day to day to and including July 14, 1924. 

July 11, 1924.—Statement of Evidence, Notice and acknowledge¬ 
ment filed. 

Assignments of Error. 

Filed July 12, 1924. 

* * * * * * * 

The Court committeed error: 

(1) In decreeing a limited divorce to the plaintiff on the ground 
of cruelty. 

(2) In holding that the acts of the defendant, while not sufficient 
to entitle the plaintiff to an absolute divorce, might be considered 
as cruelty. 

(3) In determining that the evidence in the record was not suf¬ 
ficient to warrant the court in decreeing in favor of the 

43 defendant. 

W. GWYNN GARDINER, 

Attorney for Defendant. 
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Designation of Record. 

Filed July 12, 1924. 

«/ 7 

******* 

To Morgan II. Beach, Esq., 

Clerk of the Supreme Court 

of the District of Columbia: 

You will please prepare the following as the Designation of Record 
on Appeal in the above entitled cause: 

(1) Petition for a limited divorce. 

(2) Answer thereto. 

(3) Order of the Court fixing temporary alimony. 

(4) Petition for absolute divorce. 

(5) Answer thereto. 

(6) Decree of the Court. 

(7) Noting of appeal in open court. 

(8) Approval and filing of the bond. 

(9) Orders extending the time for submitting Statement of 
Evidence. 

(10) Designation of Record. 

(11) Statement of Evidence. 

(12) Assignments of Error. 

\V. GWYNN GARDINER, 

Attorney for Defendant. 


44 Memoranda. 

July 17, 1924.—Motion to strike Statement of Evidence, Notice 
and acknowledgment, filed. 

July 21, 1924.—Order striking Statement of Evidence from files, 
leave given to file amended Statement of Evidence and time ex¬ 
tended until September 15, 1924, to file same. 

September 15, 1924.—Amended Statement of Evidence filed. 
September 30, 1924.—Time to file objections to Statement of Evi¬ 
dence extended to October 15, 1924. 

November 11, 1924.—Statement of Evidence submitted. 
December 15, 1924.—Statement of Evidence signed in duplicate 
by Jennings Bailey, Justice. 

45 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Morgan H. Beach, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 
1 to 44, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the 
record according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which 
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is made part of this transcript, in cause No. 41453 in Equity, where¬ 
in Aclele Cooke Norman is Plaintiff and Stanton R. Norman is 
Defendant, as the same remains upon the files and of record in said 
Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 18th day of December, 1924. 


[Seal of Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 


EW. 


MORGAN H. BEACH, 

Clerk. 


46 Filed Nov. 20, 1924. Morgan H. Beach, Clerk. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

Equity. No. 41453. 

Adele Cook Norman, Plaintiff, 

vs. 

Stanton R. Norman, Defendant. 

To Messrs. P. II. Marshall, Joseph A. Rafferty, and Raymond 
Neudeeker: 

Please take notice that I have this day submitted to Mr. Justice 
Bailey, sitting in Equity Court, Statement of Evidence in the above 
entitled cause, and hand you herewith copy of same. 

J. WM. TOMLINSON, 
Attorney for Defendant. 

Service of copy of Statement of Evidence is acknowledged this 
20th day of November, A. D., 1924. 

JOSEPH A. RAFFERTY, 

Bv WM. H. LABOFISH. 

t/ 


4—4264a 
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47 Filed Nov. 20, 1924. Morgan II. Beach, Clerk. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

Equity. No. 41453. 

Adele Cooke Norman, Plaintiff, 

vs. 

Stanton R. Norman, Defendant. 


Statement of Evidence. 


This cause being heard before Mr. Justice Bailey, commencing at 
ten o’clock on Thursday, February 14, 1924, the following pro¬ 
ceedings were had and testimony given. 

Plaintiffs counsel advised the Court that the original suit was 
filed on the 29th of June, 1923, by the plaintiff, for a limited divorce 
on the ground of crueltv. Thereafter bv leave of the Court and 
on the 5th day of October, 1923, the same plaintiff filed an amended 
hill asking for an absolute divorce and alleging a certain act of 
adultery. The Court directed that the parties proceed with the 
evidence on the absolute divorce because if that be established, it 
would settle the case without going into other questions. 


Thereupon the plaintiff offered as a witness in her behalf 
Morris A. Joyce, who, being first duly sworn, testified in substance 
thus: 

I am at present engaged in the investigating work, having been 
so engaged for about a year. 1 know the defendant when I see him. 
Never had any acquaintance with Mr. Norman. On the evening 
of the 21st, Mr. Norman left his house about six or seven o’clock and 
went down and parked below the Avenue on 15th Street. I was 
below his car some considerable distance, and he went toward the 
Willard Hotel. I remained within sight of the car and in some 
twenty minutes Mr. Norman came back alone and proceeded 
48 to an apartment house on Connecticut Avenue opposite the 
entrance to Wardman Park, parked his car and went in, 
remained in a few moments and reappeared with a lady. She got 
in the car with him and they went out Chevy Chase Road, he 
turned into Rock Creek Park at the first street before you get to the 
District Line at Chew Chase Circle. I was some fifty vards behind 
him, within sight of him all the time. He went around the Park 
quite a while until I did not know which direction I was going, 
finally came out that road and I cannot say which road it is except 
when I found myself after leaving the Park on that road, I found 
myself in Silver Springs after a short run. He parked on this road at 
a lonely spot. When he came out on this road it was in the neigh- 
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borhood of eight thirty or nine o'clock and quite dark. He stopped, 
put his lights out, all but parking light, and I ran about fifty yards 
ahead of him and watched the car simply—I could not see any¬ 
thing that was going on inside of it. It was a very dark night. 
He remained there one hour and fort7? three minutes, at which time 
he left that place and passed me, as I thought, coming towards 
Washington. After he had got a hundred yards or so from me, 
he turned around and came back towards me, and I kept on going 
and found myself in Silver Springs. It was probably a ten minute 
run from where I was to Silver Springs. There were no houses 
in the neighborhood where Mr. Norman’s car was parked and no 
lights, no city lights, nothing. The lady that I refer to was still 
in the car. I did not approach the car closer than my machine, 
fifty yards. 

Cross-examination: 


I did business with Mr. Raffertv. I first saw him in this matter 
and then I afterwards saw Mrs. Norman. I had a boy in the car 
with me on that night who drove me, but I tried to find him and 1 
cannot find him. He lived on 8th Street, near Mt. Vernon Place, 
and I went there. Mr. Norman was in the District of Columbia but 
T can t tell vou what street—don't think he was on Kith 

t/ 

4U Street. He was near Silver Springs. It took me eight or 
probably ten minutes to run into Silver Springs, from the place 
Mr. Norman had parked. I did not see fit to go to the automobile 
to find out what was going on in the automobile. No one em¬ 
ployed me to catch him in adultery. I was employed to cover his 
activities. 1 have lived in Washington nearly fort li years and have 
been Deputy Marshal in Washington for thirty four years, but I 
can’t sav that I am familiar with lfith Street. I know that lfith 
Street comes into Georgia Avenue about one hundred yards this 
side of the District line, and 1 know that there is a gasoline station 
at the District Line. 

The witness was then asked whether or not the defendant was 
on this side of the gasoline station and the witness replied that he 
did not remember the gasoline station at all—that he assumed that 
he was on some other road right in the neighborhood. Witness 
thought he travelled on a macadamc road from where Norman’s 
automobile was parked to Silver Springs. Witness is not familiar 
enough to tell what macadamc road goes to Silver Springs at that 
point except Georgia Avenue. Perhaps there are not any other 
macadamc roads. 

1 won’t say positively that it was not a macadamized road. The 
best view I got of the lady was when she got into the car. I would 
not swear that she did or did not have on a veil. She was a medium 
sized lady. Norman and the ladv did not leave the car at anv 
time. He left me when he started up after leaving the point where 
he was parked. I left him at this point and found myself in Silver 
Springs. 
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Redirect examination: 

I am not familiar with the condition of the road in the vicinity 
* •/ 

in which this car was parked. There are roads and lanes, etc., but 
I can’t name them. I went directly home from this point and 
when I put my car away it was twelve o’clock. It would 

50 have been about eleven o’clock when Mr. Norman left the 
place where he had parked with the lady. 

Thereupon Maurice L. Mohsburg was called as a witness by and 
on behalf of the plaintiff and, after being first duly sworn, testified 
in substance thus: 

I live at 1132 5th Street, N. E., and am foreman of a garage on 
Irving Street and was so employed in April, 1923. 1 have seen 

Stanton R. Norman once on Connecticut Avenue, near the Million 
Dollar Bridge. Last September, September 26th, Mr. Vincent and 
Mr. Bonner were with me. On that occasion we first saw Mr. Nor¬ 
man when we passed him in the car on Connecticut Avenue. I was 
in an automobile with Vincent and Bonner. We came up 16th 
Street toward the Wardman Park Hotel and came down Connecticut 
Avenue again and we, in our car, passed Mr. Norman in his car. 
Mr. Norman came down Connecticut Avenue and stopped at an 
apartment house next to the Packard Sales Room and went into this 
apartment house. He met a man there, I think Norman, and he 
was there a little while, say twenty minutes and a lady came up and 
got in Mr. Norman’s car. That was around about ten o’clock at 
night. They, Norman and the lady, went out “T” Street to 15th, 
stopped there just off “T” on loth Street and parked there ten or 
fifteen minutes. This lady and Mr. Norman were in the car—no 
one else. They staved there a while and thev then went on out 
loth Street up into 18th and Columbia Road and stopped at Cal¬ 
vert Street and Connecticut Avenue at the Bridge. They went into 
the house belonging to Mr. Norman, next door to where Senator 
Smoot lives, just across the Million Dollar Bridge. It was then 
around 10:30 or 10:35 at night. We were then standing on the 
corner of Calvert Street and Connecticut Avenue. I do not know 
whether there were any lights in the house or not, if there was a 
light it was very dim. After they went into the house we 

51 went up to the machine again and Mr. Bonner went over 
to talk to a policeman and the policeman went around to 

show him the back of the house and Bonner came back and talked 
to the policeman awhile and then Bonner went in to telephone. In 
a few moments he came out he and I went to the door of Mr. Nor¬ 
man’s house and rang. This I judge was about half an hour after 
Mr. Norman and the lady went in the house. Mr. Norman opened 
the door and wanted to know 7 what we wanted. The door was 
opened I judge about five or six minutes after 1 rang the bell. Mr. 
Norman wanted to know* what w^e wanted, and Mr. Bonner said 
“Where is the woman you have in the house?” Mr. Norman at 
first said he did not have any woman in the house. Mr. Bonner 
said we saw her go in. We then went on up and we got part way 
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up the steps and Mr. Norman hollered “Come on down Mary” and 
we went on up to the third floor. The young lady was standing in 
the door with her hat off and buttoning up her dress. She was 
standing in the door that leads from the bedroom into another little 
loom, standing right in the door. Mr. Bonner then sent me down 
to get Mr. Vincent and I came back with Mr. Vincent. After Mr. 
Vincent came up this girl went down and then Mr. Norman invited 
us down. I think it was either on this floor or the next floor in 
a kind of a living room. The woman went on out. I did not see 
her any more. Then we sat down and had a conversation. Mr. 
Norman invited us to have a drink. lie said “Mrs. Norman can go 
ahead. She has got me,” and we sat there and talked. The con¬ 
versation was mostly between Mr. Bonner and Mr. Norman. I 
don’t remember what else happened. Of course, they were talking 
there. Bonner, Vincent and I left the house together at about ten 
minutes of twelve. When we went upstairs the lights were burning 
in the hall. The lights were out in the bedroom. I don't recall 
the woman saying anything when we went upstairs. 

Cross-examination: 

It was perfectly light on Calvert Street across the bridge, 
52 lights on Calvert Street and on the bridge, and Norman 

went around and opened the door of his house, with his key 
and went in with the woman. When the door was opened I saw that 
the light in the hall was an electric light. I did not notice whether 
the lights upstairs were lighted or not. There was a light on the 
bottom floor and a light at the top of the stairs. It is an English 
basement house and a living room and dining room on the second 
floor. It was about five minutes after we rang the front door bell 
before Mr. Norman answered. I had a watch and I think Mr. Bon¬ 
ner had a watch, but we did not look at our watches. Bonner 
looked at his watch when we went to the front door and said that five 
minutes had elapsed before Norman answered. Bonner looked at 
his watch when we were going up to the store, between the corner 
and the house, and as I remember, he looked at it when we were going 
in the door. I do not know as a matter of fact whether he did this 
or not. He did not say downstairs “Now Mrs. Norman can get a 
divorce. That is what she has been after.” He said that upstairs 
in the room. We went in the bedroom upstairs, but I do not re¬ 
call anything about the bed being mussed up and I don’t remember 
whether he called our attention to it or not. Mr. Norman did not 
say “Gentlemen nothing has happened, but if she wants a divorce 
she can have it.” We then went into the little room and sat down 
and Mr. Norman offered us a drink and we took one. Mr. Bonner 
did not say to Mr. Norman “Now Mr. Norman, 1 will make my 
report to show this affair to be in some house other than yours and 
give the wrong name.” Mr. Norman asked Mr. Bonner not to 
bring the girl into it. I don't recall Mr. Bonner’s answer to that. 
I cannot explain why I can remember one part of the conversation 
and not another. I do not recall whether Mr. Bonner went through 
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the house to look at the beds. I don'I remember any of the conver¬ 
sation. I saw the girl buttoning up her dress right at the shoulder 
if T remember correctly. The girl was not in the bathroom, 

53 but was standing in the door that leads in the bathroom. 1 
don't think it was a minute after we entered downstairs be¬ 
fore we went upstairs. She had no hat on, I don’t recall whether 
she had it in her hand or not. 1 went up the stairs right behind 
Mr. Bonner. I don’t recall whether Mr. Bonner talked with her 
or not. I don’t recall he said anything to her while I was there, 
lie had an opportunity to talk to her without my hearing, when 1 
was out after Mr. Vincent. 

Cross-examination. 

By Mr. Neudecker: 

The girl had no cloak on. I think she had a hat on in the 

street. Mr. Norman and the girl walked side by side from the 

automobile into his house. Mr. Norman was fullv dressed when he 

%/ 

opened the door, lie had his coat on but not his hat. I guess 
about a second passed from the time we opened the door until the 
time we went upstairs. Mr. Norman did not object to our going 
upstairs but said, if I remember right, that there was no woman 
there. I was right behind Mr. Bonner when he went upstairs, and 
it took us only a few seconds. When we got to the third floor the 
light was burning. I think the light was burning. I don't re¬ 
member now whether it was or or not. I remember Mr. Norman 
turning on the light on the second floor when he took us in the 
living room. Mr. Bonner was in front going upstairs, I was next 
and Mr. Norman behind us. I did not notice the condition of the 
lady's hair. She made no outcry or explanation. 

Thereupon Adele Cook Norman, the plaintiff, after being first 
duly sworn, testified in her own behalf in substance thus: 

*j * 

Witness was married to defendant on December 1, 1000, at 
Baltimore by the Rev. Dr. Smith of Mount Vernon, M. E. Church. 
After marriage resided in Norfolk for five years, then came to 

54 Washington where she has lived with her husband the de¬ 
fendant until last June the 17th. 

I separated from Mr. Norman at that time. There were two 
children born of this union, Tyler, a daughter who is now 22 and 
married, and Robert Tillman, a son, now 17, and now at the Vir¬ 
ginia Military Institute. I have no personal knowledge of the re¬ 
lations between my husband and May Horton. I have no knowledge 
of his relations with any woman at all except what I have been 
told, and after I was told I did not live with him. I had been 
separated from him prior to that time, and since then I have not 
lived with him at all. 

No cross-examination. 
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Thereupon Perry Bonner, being; first duly sworn, testified for the 
plaintiff in substance thus: 

I have been a private detective in Washington for about six years, 
and I was engaged on this case last Spring. T first learned who Mr. 
Norman was last June. I was employed to investigate him by Mrs. 
Norman and began my investigation about the 1st of June. I 
followed Mr. Norman in the beginning many times. At the early 
part of the investigation he would take his wife out in the evenings 
with his son. They would go out for a drive and return to his 
home. At times they would go out for a drive and then go in and 
at other times he would go to Wardman Park. On some of these 
occasions he would sit around the lobby talking to other people and 
at other times he would get on the elevator and go upstairs. Where 
I do not know. On one of the occasions he had been out with his 
wife on the 15th of June, 1923, and they returned home, the boy 
was with him, and the son got out of the car and went into the 
house, and Mr. Norman proceeded over the Calvert Street Bridge 
and over to 14th and Shephard Street. N. W. He parked 
55 his car just a little above the corner of 14th and Harvard 
near the front entrance of an apartment house. He en¬ 
tered the partment house and remained in the apartment house 
about fifteen minutes. He came out, returned to Wardman Park, 
put his car away and went home. The following day he went to 
the Martinique Hotel at 8:30. Tie came out accompanied bv his 
son. They rode to 14th Street near Harvard and the son got out 
and walked up 14th Street. About three minutes after that Mr. 
Norman pulled away from that place and pulled down to 14th and 
Harvard, the same place he had been to the night before, and went 
in. In an hour he came out, accompanied by a woman about 
thirty five years old, short heavyset, blond hair. Mr. Norman was 
trying to get her into the machine. Asked her to come and take a 
ride. She said she had a bungalow apron on and could not go out. 
He said her coat covered that and no one could see it. He could 
not persuade her to take a ride and she walked down 14th Street, 
and he got into the car. From time to time then I would take 
the case up, and on the 17th of July, Mr. Norman left the Mar¬ 
tinique, drove out to 16th and Newton, turned on Newton towards 
14th, and slowed up in the middle of the block and stopped just 
for a minute. When he turned into 14th Street I could see there 
was a woman in the car, and I followed him over to 16th Street at 
the entrance of the reservoir, where Mr. Norman parked his car near 
a tennis court. They remained there about forty five minutes. It 
was a little after nine o’clock. When they pulled away I was unable 
to follow them and I lost them. I next saw him with a woman on 
the 23d of September. He went to Wardman Park Hotel and 
parked his car. He was in the hotel about five minutes when a 
woman came out and got into the car. Within five minutes Mr. 
Norman came out and got into the car. They drove down to the 
Martinique Hotel where they remained in the hotel for about an 
hour. They went out 16th Street and entered the Park at the 
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Reservoir, and T lost thorn in the Park. On the 24th 
50 day of September, Mr. Norman went to the Columbia 
theater, arrived there about a quarter past eight. I went 
into the theater and sat behind him. and in about fifteen or twenty 
minutes 1 noticed he was looking and smiling at two girls. When 
the show was over Mr. Norman came out, did not walk out with 
the girls until he got into the lobby and he w/lked up to them and 
I heard him say “Where are you going?” They went out and got 
into Mr. Norman’s car and rode to 15th and W Street. One 
woman got out and entered an apartment house, the other woman 
remained in and they rode out to Massachusetts Avenue near Wis¬ 
consin Avenue where they parked. He pulled over to a side road 
and headed his car towards Massachusetts Avenue. Mr. Norman 
sat there with his arm around the girl. I drove by and pulled up 
near Wisconsin Avenue and got out of my machine, circled 
through the woods and got down where they were. The location 
referred to was not a built up section of Washington. It was about 
three blocks this side of Wisconsin Avenue on Massachusetts 
Avenue. There were a lot of trees and shrubbery there. They re¬ 
mained there a few minutes—less than an hour—then they left and 
came out Massachusetts Avenue. I did not observe anything more 
than that Mr. Norman had his arms around her hugging her so 
far as I was able to see, and they returned to 14th and “T” Streets 
and the girl got out and went into an apartment on “T” be¬ 
tween 14th and 15th. The next night, the 25th, I picked Mr. 
Norman up in front of the Ma-tinique Hotel and at nine o’clock 
the same woman entered the Hotel. Mr. Norman was then seated 
talking to another woman and he got up and greeted this woman 
by shaking hands and bowing. I was in front of the Hotel parked 
right across the street. Mr. Norman and this girl then disappeared 
in the rear and I walked over to the sidewalk and I could not see 
any more of them. At 10:15 they both came out, drove over to 
16th Street by the same route, through the Park by the Reservoir, 
out the Militarv Road, and then went out Connecticut Avenue 
57 to the Columbia Country Club where Mr. Norman pulled in 
on the grounds and parked. Right along side there is a bank 
the height of the car almost. I kept on through the grounds and 
went around. 1 walked back later and both Mr. Norman and the 
girl were in the back seat. They staved there fort/i five minutes 
and pulled out and turned down Connecticut Avenue and pulled 
down near Mr. Norman’s house. While parked they were close 
together on the back seat. T could see through the back window. 
They returned to near Mr. Norman’s house where they got out and 
walked towards the house. Mr. Norman walked up the walk and 
the girl stood on the sidewalk. They stood there for two or three 
minutes. I got out of my machine and walked on down toward 
the bridge, which is just two doors below his house, and I heard 
the girl say, “Let’s go down and look over the bridge,” and Mr. 
Norman said, “No. we will do that later,” I think that is what he 
said, “Come on in”. I continued on by and went on halfway of the 
bridge and they came behind me and stood at the bridge for some 
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time, they then returned and got in the car and drove away. The 
next night, the 26th, 1 went to the Martinique Hotel and Mr. Nor¬ 
man’s car was not there; I was on my way to Wardman Park when 
I picked up Mr. Norman along California Street and Connecticut 
Avenue. He drove down and turned around in the block and 
parked in front of 1723 or 1725 Connecticut Avenue; he got out 
of the car and entered an apartment, and I sent a little boy in be¬ 
hind him with a message to find out what apartment he was going 
in. Mr. Norman remained in there ten or fifteen minutes, and then 
came out and got in the car, and I just don’t recall whether he came 
out with a man or the man met him at the doorway, but at any 
rate another man was with him, and sat in the car with him. At 
about 9:30 or 9:35 this same woman walked up Connecticut Avenue 
and walked over and got in the car. They pulled around after a 
few minutes on S Street and out S to T and parked on 15th Street 
near T Street, and there was just the two of them in the car at 
this time. They remained parked there for some time, then 

58 drove out 15th Street and over U Street and over the old Cal- 
ver y Street bridge and parked there on Calvert Street near 

Connecticut Avenue; they got out of the car and walked over and 
entered Mr. Norman’s house, arriving there at 10:35. When they 
entered the house a light was made on the second floor. I was 
standing over on the corner toward the Million Dollar Grocery, in 
view of the front part of the house. I don’t recall either of the 
other two men following me across or not. I know we were going 
from place to place, sometimes one of us, sometimes two or three 
of us. There was a light made on the second floor just for a few 
minutes, then a light made on the third floor. In about ten 
minutes after they entered the house the light on the third floor 
went out in the front and when we went around to the rear there 
was a light on the third floor on the rear on the alley side of the 
house. I went over to talk to an officer for a few minutes, and 
then checked from time to time to time to see what condition the 
house was in with reference to the lights, and Mr. Norman had been 
in there exactly thirty minutes when I went across to the Million 
Dollar Grocery and called Mr. Rafferty, infromed him of this. I 
then went over and talked to the officer and later went to the rear of 
the house, accompanied by the officer, and then came back with the 
officer, talked with him a few minutes more, standing along-side 
Mr. Norman’s car, and then I got Vincent and the little boy and 
took them to the rear to cover the rear of the house. Then I went 
to the front door and rang the bell, or I pushed the button, I didn’t 
hear the bell ring. Mr. Mohsburg was with me. I did not hear 
the bell ring. I pushed again. I did not get a response to the 
ring of the bell, and I knocked on the door. I knocked on the 
door three or four minutes and there wasn’t any reply, and I took 
the point, of my toe and rapped like that, making enough noise 
so they could hear me. Then Mr. Norman came down to the 
door and opened the door and I stepped inside. He said, 

59 “What do you mean?’’ I said “I want to see that woman 
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you have got up hero." lie said. “I haven’t got any woman 
up here.” I said, “I am going to find her.” He said, “Don’t go 
anv further in mv home.” I said, “I want to know who that 
woman is.” lie says, “There is no woman here.” I started to the 
rear part, the raised part just off the reception room, and when I got 
up on this Mr. Norman says. “She is right back there,” pointing to 
the rear part of this first floor. I went back there and looked and 
I could not see her; I started up to the second floor and Mr. Nor¬ 
man said the same thing about the second floor, “She is right here,” 
pointing to the rear of the second floor, and I started up on the 
third floor, and he says. “Mary, come on down”. 1 went up on the 
third floor and made a light. This girl was in the front bed room, 
standing there near the bath room door, buttoning the side of her 
diess through here (indicating). 

Q. Under the arm? A. Yes, sir; part of it was hanging open, 
she had it about the middle here and was buttoning it. I then 
sent Mohsburg back down to get Vincent, which he did do and 
brought him up. I told the girl I knew who she was and told her 
my purpose there. I said “Well, Mary, you have got yourself in 
an awful fix. I have been employed by Mrs. Norman to investigate 
her husband’s movements, I think there will be a divorce filed on 
what 1 have seen here tonight, and you will be mentioned as co¬ 
respondent." She did not make any reply. I then, after Vincent 
came up in the bed room, walked towards the rear for the purpose 
of leaving the house, and Mr. Norman says, “Wait a minute, I 
want to see you fellows”, and the girl then, after a few minutes, 
started downstairs, and I said, “Why don't you take her home, Mr. 
Norman, you brought her up here?” He says, “You mind your 
own damned business.” We went back to the rear room at 


GO his suggestion, the three of us, he asked us to have a seat, 
and we did, he asked us to have a drink and we did. He 
says, “You are the detective from Virginia Beach, aren’t you?” I 
said “No,” and he savs. “Oh I know all about vou“ and he savs 
“Now, Mrs. Norman wants a divorce, I guess.” I says, “I don't know 
whether she does or not. She may.'’ “Well,” he says, “she has 
got the grounds, let her go ahead,” he says, but I haven’t done 
anything tonight.” “Well,” I says, “you had the chance.” “Now,” 
he said, “this girl is living here with her aunt, respectable people 
from”—I forget where he mentioned—“can’t we leave her out of 
this? I don’t want to have her name brought into this.” I said. 


“Well, I don't know what way you can do it, you may give her a 
wrong name, but if the name she gave me is right, that is the one 
1 am going to turn in.” I further stated to him that anything I 
said to him that I was going to say to the Court when this case was 
brought up, that I was not going to keep anything covered up. 
After some little further conversation, we left there. I accidently 
met Mr. Norman one or two davs after and he said lie had talked 
to his lawyer and that his lawyer said that he had no right to talk 
with me about that. I said, “Well, it is nothing to me, our side 
knows what happened, so forget it.” I did not say to Mr. Norman 
that we would turn in the wrong house and say that this incident 
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did not occur at his house or occur at some other place. I did not 
tell him that T would give the wrong name of this girl. I never 
knew of any other name with the exception of the one he gave me, 
and if that is wrong, I didn’t know it. After I followed the girl 
the first night, I went to the address and covered the address that 
she went into, I followed her to this place about 2 o’clock in the 
afternoon. I took from that she did live there and made investiga¬ 
tion and I learned that she did live there and was living with her 
aunt, and I talked with a colored man who at that time was packing 
up furniture, who said they were leaving the city in the next 
01 two or three days. That is the way I learned her name. 

Cross-examination : 

1 have been convicted of a crime. 

Q. When and where and what was the crime? A. Well, I think, 
Mr. Gardiner, in view of vour statements around the courthouse 
here, you ought to be made to testify to that. 

7 4/ <7 4/ 

The Court: Answer the question. 

A. Why, about twenty years ago, when 1 was 16 years old, I got 
in a little trouble, two boys and myself, we took a suit case belonging 
to another man, we were arrested and I took what is known as the 
“Fall” myself. 

1 mean bv that that I took all the responsibility and let the other 
boys out, and on the strength of that why they didn’t want to 
prosecute it, my father insisted that I be arrested to break up my 
going around with this bunch I had gotten in with, and was sen¬ 
tenced to 90 days and my father came over to see me every day, 
wanted to know if I had learned mv lesson, after eighteen days 1 
said 1 had and got out. I was convicted because we took a suit case 
off the back of a wagon. The people were moving, I believe. That 
was before a magistrate’s court, a little shanty down in the country, 
the magistrate was a farmer, in Norfolk County. Mrs. Norman 
employed me to work on this case the first part of June. I deny 
that I have a contract with her to pay me $500 if she wins. She 
owed me $500 long ago—not when she wins. I do not do work 
that way. Nothing of that sort. The first time I saw the co¬ 
respondent was on the 24th of September in the moving pictures. 
I deny that I arranged with her to go back and see Mr. Norman 
and help get the evidence. I had no idea that she was going to be in 
his machine that night. 

Q. You knew that Mr. Norman knew that you were fol- 
62 lowing him, didn’t you? A. No, I did not. 

Q. Didn’t Mrs. Norman tell you Mr. Norman knew you 
all were following him? A. No, she did not. She told me he 
showed some evidence of being wise to a Ford Sedan or touring car 
which Mr. Joyce had employed in the envestigation services he was 
making. T changed from a Ford sedan to a Ford touring car, to 
a Ford coupe. The incident that I have testified to out at Massa¬ 
chusetts Avenue was about two blocks this side of Massachusetts 
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Avenue on the left hand side going out. They were parked about 
a car's length from the regular road going out Massachusetts 
Avenue on this other road that runs into Massachusetts Avenue. 
There were many streets there and 1 could not say they stopped 
right in the light. It was lighter there than it was further down 
below. No lights there—a little light just a little below the corner 
down near the side of the street. 1 got out of my car went to his 
ear, circled around through the brush and the woods. I would say 
that I got to within ten or fifteen feet of his car. I could not make 
out any conversation. They were sitting on the front seat. I saw 
his arm around her. 

On the evening that I found Mr. Norman in his own home with 
this girl, I think I slowed up at the entrance. T am not sure 
whether I slowed up at the entrance or passed by them and parked 
on Connnecticut Avenue. lie parked on Calvert Street. I followed 
him across Calvert Street. Ilad mv lights on. Possiblv the wav 
it happened was that when he stopped his car, I stopped mine. I 
deny he saw me. I did not know that he was going to his house, 
but I thought he was going there. I did not know anything about 
the girl trying to get him in the house if she did try to get him 
there. I watched mv watch and when they had been in there 
thirty minutes, I pulled out my watch and 1 said, “They have just 
been there thirty minutes, I am going over and call Mr. 
63 Rafferty.” I took my watch out a number of times during 
the half hour and showed it to the men. There was no light 
in the lower hall. It was in utter darkness. There were two lights 
made on the second and third floors. The light on the third floor 
remained a few moments and then went out. Probably less than 
ten minutes. There had been no light downstairs until we knocked 
on the door and Mr. Norman made a light. The girl was not 
in the bathroom. She was in the bedroom and no lights there. I 
met Mr. Norman the morning after the incident on Vermont 
Avenue and he then told me that his lawyer objected but there had 
been nothing done, lie made a suggestion I give a wrong name 
of this woman. I took it up with Mr. Marshall immediately and 
told Mr. Marshall the suggestion that Mr. Norman had mentioned, 
and then I called Mr. Norman and told him I had turned the name 
originally given me and my report in. He told me that he had 
talked with his lawver but I do not know what he said—to tell vou 
the truth. I do not remember any other conversation except that 
he said he talked to his lawyer. 

Q. Is it not true that Mr. Norman said to you that he talked to 
his lawyer and his lawyer said he would not stand for any such 
proposition, that it was unlawful, and that if he attempted to go 
on with it he would get out of the case and advise the Court of the 
situation, didn’t he tell you that? A. He absolutely did not. 

Q. Did anything of that sort happen? A. Let me explain that, 
Mr. Gardiner. There had been a suggestion made by Mr. Norman 
to me to cover this woman up. I did not cover her up. I turned 
in her right name. Mr. Norman wanted to know if I had covered 
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her up. I told him I had turned in my report giving her correct 
name, then Mr. Norman said, ‘‘I believe the next day, or whatever 
it was, he said lie had talked to his lawyer with reference to this 
and his lawyer had told him he had no right to talk with 
04 me about anything of that kind, because I had nothing to 
do with it. You are refreshing my memory and I remember 
it now in a general way. 

1 saw the beds myself in the house. They were made up and 
I saw no evidence of anybody lying on any of them. Mr. Norman 
said that he had not done anything and I said to him, “It was not 

mv fault he had not”. I think that is what I told him.” 

«/ 

Cross-exam i nation. 

l»v Mr. Neudecker: 

«/ 

When I saw the girl she was standing dressed in a black dress 
a one-piece dress without any sleeves. It was a one-piece suit fas¬ 
tened on her right side. 1 went to the third floor. Mr. Mohsburg 
was immediately behind me. I do not know how close but right 
behind me. Mr. Norman was following Mr. Mohsburg. Mr. Nor¬ 
man wore a light suit and light fedora hat and carried a cane. His 
attire did not appear to be disarranged. When I answered the 
question as to his dress I had reference to when he entered the 
house. lie was dressed the same with the exception that he did 
not have the hat and cane on. She said nothing. She did nothing 
except to continue to fasten her dress and get her hat. She made 
no outcry. She had her head hung down. 1 do not recall whether 
she looked at Mr. Norman or not. She did not say anything to 
Mr. Norman. Mr. Norman said something to her, said “You go 
on home, Mary.’’ I believe he said. “I will see vou later.” I do not 
think she made any reply. I did not actually see her leave the 
house. I onlv know she left the third floor. 

A day or two after that I saw her go into the building where Mr. 
Norman’s office is located and I supposed that she was going to his 
office. I have never talked with her. Did not see her with Mr. 
Norman at any other time after I saw them coming out of the 
building together. I looked in the apartment house and did not 
find any name Horton and I did not see anybody else’s 
65 name in the panel indicating that apartment. I did not 
know what apartment she went in, but I learned later what 
apartment it was from the Janitor. It was on the third floor. 

Thereupon Wilford Vincent, being first duly sworn, testified for 
the plaintiff in substance thus: 

I am an automobile painter, so engaged for ten years. Have 
seen the defendant. Saw him September 26, 1923, in an automo¬ 
bile. At the time was with Mr. Bonner and Mr. Mohsburg on 
Conn. Avenue in another automobile at 9:00 or maybe 9:30. We 
followed Mr. Norman down to the 1700 block on Connecticut 
Avenue, and he stopped there and went into a house, remained there 
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some little time after that, probably ten or fifteen minutes, when 
a young lady walked lip and got in the machine with him. I had 
seen her the night before. Saw her going into the Martinique 
Hotel alone and saw her come out with Mr. Norman. On the night 
of the '26th she was in the car when Mr. Norman got in. A man 
was sitting in the car and he got out. After the young woman got 
in the automobile they drove up in the next street, turned the corner 
and drove up somewhere on loth Street, and they stopped there I 
should sav, probably ten or fifteen minutes. They left there and 
drove up the street until they came across the bridge on Calvert 
Street. They stopped the car there, got out and walked down Com 
necticut Avenue and went in Mr. Norman’s house. It was then 
10:30. I sat in the car. Mr. Bonner stayed there, and later we 
walked down to the house and remained there some little time and 
Bonner then walked across the street and talked with an officer, 
and then he went into a store and later came out and walked away 
with the officer. After talking with the officer he came back and 
told me to go with him to the back entrance of Norman’s house. T 
stayed there fifteen minutes and Mr. Mohsburg came and 
66 told me I was wanted around front. I came to the front of 
the house and went upstairs on the third floor. Mr. Bonner 
was standing in the hall. Mr. Norman was standing half wav in 
what l afterwards learned was the bedroom. They said to me “Co 
in the bedroom and look around.” I went in the bedroom and 
looked around and then Bonner, Mohsburg and I started to leave 
Mr. Norman asked us to go in the back room and sit down which 
we did and Mr. Norman and Mr. Bonner talked quite a while. Mr. 
Bonner spoke of seeing Mr. Norman on several occasions out with 
a woman. Mr. Norman admitted some of it and some of it he did 
not. Mr. Norman said yes, he had been out. and then he said, “I 
suppose that you are going to report this to Mr. Rafferty.” and Mr. 
Bonner said “Yes,” and then “Well he says, “I know who you are, 
you are the detective from Virginia Beach,” he said, “You have 
been following me on several occasions and I know all about your 
reports and everything else.” Mr. Bonner told him he was not 
the man he referred to, that it was somebodv else. Then he savs, 
“Well, Mrs. Norman wants a divorce, she has got me and she can 
have the divorce.” When we started to leave Mr. Norman wanted 
to know if there was any way to leave the girl out. I did not hear 
all the conversation, but I heard Mr. Norman says, “Now, Mr. Bon¬ 
ner, you know you are a man. You report the girl lives,” I believe 
he said with her aunt, and he says, “I don't want to get her mixed 
up in it” and I don’t know what Mr. Bonner did say to him. This 
is all the conversation I remember. There might have been some 
more. I saw Mr. Norman and this woman go in the house and I 
should say that three quarters of an hour elapsed before we went in. 

The way I happened to be with Mr. Bonner was that I was work¬ 
ing in the Hotel and he came down and said he was going out and 
wanted me to go out with him. I had been out with him once or 
twice before and Mr. Bonner was a friend of mine. I had known 
him four or five years so I went along with him. 
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G7 Cross-examination: 

I went around to the back after they entered some possibly 30 
minutes or more after they had entered the house, I went around 
to the back, and I don’t know what time Mr. Bonner went in, I 
was around back then. I do not know whether Mr. Bonner made 
any memorandum of the time, and he did not ask any of us to make 
any, so far as I know. No questions were asked her or Mr. Norman 
about what had occurred in the house while I was there. Mr. Nor¬ 
man made some remark abour his wife wanting a divorce and he 
wanted her to have it. The onlv rooms I was in were those two 
rooms, the back parlor and the bath room. 

Thereupon the plaintiff rested and the defendant Stanton R. 
Norman, after being first duly sworn, testified in his own behalf 
in substance thus: 

T am fiftv two vears old. in the real estate business, secretary 
and treasurer of the Martinique Hotel, own fifty per cent of the 
stock, devoting my time in the last six months largely to the hotel 
business. 1 first had knowledge of the fact that my wife had em- 
ployed detectives to follow me in April of last year and from April 
to the filing of this bill I was getting information daily from the 
servants by Mrs. Norman telling the servants what the detectives were 
reporting to her. 

On the occasion testified to here, when I entered mv house with 
this young lady, I knew that detectives were following me. I 
saw them a number of times, recognized their car and on one occa¬ 
sion I went out in the front of the Hotel and found their car. 
The reason I went into my own house on this occasion was this: My 
wife had been after me for some ten years for a divorce, wanted to 
quit me. She had rquested this five or six times a year, and on the 
evening in question, the young lady called me up and asked me to 
take her for a drive and I told her I had a business engage- 
08 ment at 1723 Connecticut Avenue with Mr. Shorey and 1 told 
her if she would meet me at 1723 Connecticut Avenue, I 
would take her for a drive. 1 had been upstairs looking for Mr. 
Shorey and he was not in his apartment, but on the way down I met 
him about midway to that point. We both came down and sat in the 
front seat of the car. It was about 9:30 and this young lady was to 
be there at 9:30 but she did not show up until about a quarter of 
10:00. Mr. Shorey got out and opened the door and she stepped in 
the back seat and Mr. Shorey got back in the front seat and talked 
about fifteen minutes. He invited us up to his apartment and I told 
him I had to take the girl home. 1 thought the detectives were 
following me, but I told Mr. Shorey they were following me, I 
knew they had been off and on a good many times, I had seen them, 
recognized this fellow, Bonner, and recognized their car. Mr. 
Shorey got out of the front seat and went into his apartment and 
the young lady got out of the back seat and sat in front with me, 
and we drove up Connecticut Avenue about 100 feet and turned into 
T, that was in the direction she lived in an apartment on T Street 
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between 14th and 15th. I had never been to her apartment, but 
that is where she told me she lived, and that is where I left her 
on one or two occasions before. We drove northward on loth Street 
and stopped on the right curb, and there she requested that I take 
her over to my house, and 1 thought it was a good opportunity to 
take her there, I wanted to do something to give my wife a di¬ 
vorce if she wanted it, so I consented to take her over; I think 
1 drove out 15th Street probably to U. T am not certain the cross 
street 1 took, but 1 went across to the Calvert Street Bridge. In 
crossing the Calvert Street bridge 1 thought I saw the detectives 
following me in the rear. 1 could easily identify the car, but 1 
thought it was their car. 1 stopped my car on Calvert Street, the 
northeast corner of Calvert and Connecticut —. Both got out and 

walked down Connecticut — past my house for probably 100 
69 feet, mavbe *200 feet, turned around and came back and went 

t * 

in the house, turned on the light on the first floor, and while 
on that floor there is a button for turning the light on the differ¬ 
ent floors, I turned the light on up there before I went up. I 
turned the light on in the dining room first. She was admiring it 
very much, and took up a little time. It is an English basement 
house with a reception hall on the first floor and a wide staircase 
running up to the second floor, there is a reception hall between 
the staircase and the north side of the house, across the front is 
the drawing room, and across the rear is the dining room, off 
the diniy/i room is the back porch No bedrooms on that floor. 
No bath room on that floor. They are on the third and fourth 
floors. We then went in the parlor and I turned the lights on in 
there. Did not stay in there very long, I suppoe two or three min¬ 
utes. Then we went to the third floor. Went first in the rear 
of the house in the library and 1 turned the light on in there, and 
I think I left the light on and then we went in the front which 
was a bedroom that extends all the way across the house and at the 
back end of the bedroom, the corner like, there is a bathroom, while 
in there she said, “You told me you had some wine, I would like to 
have a drinkof the wine,” and 1 gave her a drink of the wine and took 


one myself. It was Virginia Dare, sweet wine, grape wine. I pre¬ 
sume that we were in that bedroom and bath room maybe five or six 
minutes, and while she was drinking the wine, there came a thunder¬ 
clap on the door, the bell was ringing and something, I didn't know 
what in the world had turned loose down there, so immediately I had 
my hat laying on the end of the bed, 1 had laid it down when I went 
over to pour out the wine in the glass, and I immediately grabbed my 
hat and ran downstairs, I don't think—well, as quick as 1 could pick 
my hat up and to down to the front door. 1 opened the front door 
and when I opened the front door two men were standing 
70 there and they pushed me aside. I said. “What do vou 
want?' They rushed in like two mad bulls and were half way 


up the steps and I said, “Wait a minute, you boys are going too fast,” 
I said, “this is my house, what do/s all this mean?” They said, 
“You have got a woman in here, who is she?” I said, “I don’t think 


it is any of your business, but she is up on the second floor.” I 
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did not deny that she was there. I wanted them to find her 
there. I shut the front door and followed them up and they said, 
‘'She is not up here/’ I said “I left her there/’ The giri came 
down with me and at this door knock she became much fright¬ 
ened. I never heard such a racket on the door, it frightened her 
necessarily, and she came down with me to the dining room floor 
which is the second floor, and this is where I left her. I thought 
she was on the second floor but they found the girl sitting on a 
small little white stool in the bath room just inside of the door. She 
was sitting there with her hat in her hand and about half crying. 
When these men were about half way up the steps I called to her to 
come on down, and then I followed them up to the third floor, and I 
found her sitting in the bath room, and I said come on out, but she 
did not come. Bonner spoke up and said no she cannot come out, 
and sent out for another man who, he said, had covered the back of 
the house, and this third man came in. She had gotten up and come 
out of the bath room into the bedroom when this third man came up 
and Bonner would not let her come out of the bedroom until this 
other man saw her. Then I told the girl to go home. Bonner said 
“Why don’t you take here home.” I said I could manage my own 
affairs, the street cars were running and she could find her way home. 
I went down to the front door, I think I did, and went back up, and 
said to these men “You wait a minute, 1 want to talk to you.” We 
went in the library which is the rear room on the third floor, and I 
said “What is all this, men?” “Well,” he said, (“Bonner 
71 said") “It means your wife is going to get a divorce. We 
have got the goods.” “Well,” I said, “there is nothing done, 
you can see that.” He says, “well that isn’t necessary. All we 
need is the opportunity.” I said “There wasn’t much opportunity 
here, you came in here within ten minutes after I got in the house,” 
and then we talked, I said “I don’t like to bring this girl in it. I 
understand she is living here with an aunt. It might give her some 
trouble. Can’t you give her some other name? Bonner said finally— 
I do not know whether he said this then or later—that he would try 
to fix it up by giving a different name and a different address. These 
two men were present, all sitting in the back room. We went in the 
front room where we had the drink, and all three men could hear the 
conversation. They were all sitting in the same room. I do not 
think they said anything. I did not look at my watch when I went 
in or when they came in but I could judge it did not exceed ten 
minutes after I went in before they came in. I kissed the girl but 
did nothing else. Absolutely nothing else. I deny that she was 
buttoning her dress. She was simply sitting there with her hat in 
her hand. She was not undressed at any time nor partly undressed. 

Her dress was not unbuttoned at anv time. I was fully dressed. 

*/ •> 

Did not get in the bed with her. Did not sit on a chair or on a 
lounge with her. Did not sit anywhere with her. I was standing in 
front of the bed when I kissed her. I was never in her apartment 
but after the thing was over, I went there and tried to find her, 
but I could not find her. Bonner phoned me the next day or the 
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next morning or evening, I have forgotten which, and said he had 
made his report to Mr. Marshall and Mr. Rafferty and that he had 
not given the right name or the right address. The next morning, 
however, after this occurrence on the night of the 26th of September, 
1 went to your office (Mr. Gardiner’s). The girl had been to my 
office that morning bright and early and wanted to know what the 
trouble was or the situation. I told her I did not know, but 1 

72 was going over to see you (Mr. Gardiner). I went to your 
office about 11:00 and told you what I had done, and after 

talking with you I met Bonner on Vermont Avenue between II and I 
and told him I had seen my attorney and my attorney said that he 
would have nothing to do with any such concoction and that I would 
have to see Bonner and tell him that he would not otherwise he 
would get out of the case and report it to the Court. lie said, “I can’t 
help that, 1 have already made the report and let it go.” After 
talking with Mr. Gardiner, I went to the apartment house where I 
had left the girl the night before or two nights before, which 
was the Tuxedo Apartments on T Street between 14th and loth— 
called for the janitor and gave him the girl’s name and offered 
him $5 if he would locate her, and I went back to the office and 
wrote her a letter under Mr. Gardiner’s directions and put that 
letter in the mail. The letter came back. Thereupon the envelope 
was produced and identified as the one addressed to this girl and 
mailed bv the witness. And thereupon objections sustained as to 
the letter itself, but admitted to the fact that the letter was sent to 
the address given Norman by the girl and returned, and exception 
allowed to defendant. 

After writing this letter I went to the janitor two nights in 
succession and he said he had been unable to find any such per¬ 
son there, but the girl might have been living with someone else 
in the apartment. I then employed a detective, a Mr. Mattingly, 
to locate her, but without success. The bill was filed on Octo¬ 
ber 26th. The incident occurred on September 26th, and it was 
between those dates that I was endeavoring to locate the girl and 
I was not able to find her and later 1 found that she had been sub¬ 
poenaed by the other side and did not make further effort to locate 
her. 

I met this girl on September 24th at the Columbia Theater. My 
car was parked about half a square north of the street running 

73 parallel of the side of the theater. I did not know that any¬ 
body was following me when 1 went in, but I saw them when 

I came out. Saw Mr. Bonner standing in the corridor. I did not 
recognize the other two—did not know them. This girl and another 
young lady I passed in going to the seat, and they remarked “He is a 
big one, isn’t lie?” I went on past them and took a seat. Finally 
when the show was over they went cut and so did I and apparently 
they were.going back to see if I would join them, which I did after 
we went out of the theater. Bonner was standing on the corner. 
The gills said they were going home, and I said I would take them 
along. I went up and got in the car and took one home. She lived, 
as I recollect, on either V or W near New Hampshire —. I asked the 
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other one if she would like to take a ride and she said yes but she 
could not stay long, so we drove up Massachusetts — near Wisconsin 
— and turned out some other avenue that goes out on some point just 
below Wisconsin —. I turned back and came down Massachusetts — 
with the head of the car pressed right up to the curb. It was light 
and I left the back light on the car. So we sat there for a while, I 
don’t know how long. I did not put my arms around the girl. That 
was the first time I had met her. I saw this Ford car come up, and 
I think they came back a time or two passing, driving up and down. 
I thought it was the car. for the reason the driver was keeping a 
sharp lookout all around the car, and I saw nobody either on the 
side or the rear, neither did I hear anybody only on the right. We 
were parked on the west curb of this street running north and south. 
I did not commit any indiscretion of any kind with that girl that 
night. I took her home, (Tuxedo Apartments) after sitting there a 
little while and left her. The next night she called me up and 
said she wanted to see me and asked if she could see me at the Hotel. 
1 was talking to someone when she came in and excused myself and 
we sat in the parlor and talked a while and later we went out for a 
drive. I might have taken her down and showed her the din- 

74 ing room, showed her around the hotel some. I don’t remem¬ 
ber that. I was not paying much attention because it was not 

a matter of importance to me. I did not commit any acts of indiscre¬ 
tion with her at any time. A person standing across the street can 
look in and see in that Hotel. You can see through the parlor 
windows. I then took her for a drive and drove out 16th Street 
as far as the Reservoir and then out to the Columbia Countrv 

c' 

Club. I stayed there fifteen or twenty minutes. It might have 
heen more or less. I stayed in the car and talked a while. 1 
did not do any acts of indiscretion of any kind. We did not stop 
anywhere until we got to the club, drove into the club grounds. 
I parked my car by the tennis courts where there is a public park¬ 
ing space for club members. It was a warm night, and we got 
out and sat in the back seat for a while. It is more comfortable in 
the back seat because the heat from the engine makes it hot in 
the front seat. I did not commit any acts of indiscretion of any 
kind. I committed no acts of indiscretion in the club. I then 
came back and did not stop until we got in front of the house 
and I asked the girl if she wanted to go in and see my house. 
She said no, and I said it would not take but a few minutes. She 
said no. I took her home. I saw these fellows following me that 
night. I saw them passing up and down on the head of this hill 
when my car my parked at the curb. I couldn’t recognize him, but 
I recognized the car. At least, I say I recognized the car. It 
was a Ford car. They were passing backwards and forwards. I 
was suspicious anyway. I thought it was them. I was not abso¬ 
lutely positive it was them, but I thought it was them. I took the 
girl straight home. 

I saw this girl on the three occasions only. Never saw her before 
the night of the 24th. She told me that her name was Mary 

75 Horton. She told me this on the first night I met her. I did 
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not commit adultery with this girl at any time or at any place, 
nor did I do anything at any time other than what I have related. 
With reference to the time testified to by Mr. Joyce, the facts are 
these; I took a young lady from 2630 Connecticut Avenue. She 
lived in an apartment there. I prefer not to give the young 
lady’s name unless the court directs me to do so. I think she is 
a nice girl and I would prefer not to have her brought in. It was 
about half past eight o'clock when I left her apartment, went 
out Connecticut — to Chevy Chase Circle, then I drove across the 
park to 16th Street, and I parked my car on the east side of 16th 
Street about a quarter of a mile south of Walter Reed Hospital and 
immediately after parking it there, I turned out the headlights, 
left my rear light burning. The dash light and the tail light 
are connected on the same circuit. I have a parking light on now, 
but I did not have it then. 1 did have a Maryland license then. 
I have never driven a car without both licenses. When 1 bought 
that car in April, the people from whom I bought it put on the 
Maryland and District tags, and paid for them themselves, and when 
they delivered the car to me in April, 1922, both tags were on it. 
1 bought it from the Washington Cadillac Company. It is a closed 
sedan. After turning out the headlights to save the batteries, I 
got out and opened the door on the right, and the young lady 
stepped in the rear seat, and so did I, and we sat there with the 
door open, and we stayed there for some little time, I don't know 
how long, probably an hour, might have been a little more or a 
little less, and from there we drove back home. I don't remem¬ 
ber just what route we came back, but I think we came down 16th 
Street and passed the Calvert Street bridge, turning in at Colum¬ 
bia Road from 16th Street. I did not go near the District Line that 
night. I did not go to Silver Springs. I did not go further than 
where my car was parked, where I first parked it, which is 
76 about a quarter of a mile south of Walter Reed Hospital. I 
saw the car following me that night. It drove up immediately 
behind me with two blazing headlights, a Ford headlight is very 
bright light when the motor is running fast, and those two lights 
were glaring just about the time that we stepped in the back seat, this 
car drove right up behind me, and I reached up and caught hold of 
the back shade and pulled it down to keep out the glare of these 
lights. This was not the same young lady that has been referred to 
heretofore in mv testimony. 

On the other occasion testified to, I drove out 16th Street 
across the bridge down to the Columbia Country Club, stopped my 
car. I got out, we went into the Columbia Country Club, there we 
met the manager, and the manager took this young lady, (still 
another lady), and carried her through the building, showing her 
the dining room, the porches and the parlors, and so on, and she 
admired it very much, and we stayed there, I presume we were in 
the clubhouse for fifteen or twenty minutes, we left the clubhouse 
and drove straight back home. I did not stop at the Reservoir at 
all. 
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Cross-examination: 


It was in April that I first discovered ihe detectives were observing 
my actions. Early in April. On April 21 when I took a young 
lady for a drive, I knew that detectives were observing my acts. I 
had been told so by the servants, and I believed it to be true, and I 
had observed persons that I had believed to be detectives observing 
my actions. My reason for taking this voung lady out under these 
circumstances, whose reputation I was anxious to protect, were 
these: My wife told me that she did not want to meet any of my 
friends and did not want me to know any of hers. I had to meet 
somebody. I could not stay home and dry up and blow away. I 
did not think that what I did would necessarily expose this young 
lady to unpleasant notoriety. I did not attempt to do any- 
77 thing that was discreditable at all. I did believe that my 
actions were being observed at that time, and I thought and 
knew detectives were following me. I did denv in my answer that 
I spent a large portion of my time in the association of other women, 
and I still deny it. When the subpoena in this case was served 
upon me, I went down and found out what was in the bill, I saw it 
in my lawyers office—Mr. Gardiner's office. Mrs. Norman had 
been anxious for a long time to get a divorce from me. That is 
true. I had been fighting it all these years, but I changed my mind 
about it in the latter paid of August, 1923, after the original main¬ 
tenance suit was filed in this cause. At the time 1 liled mv answer 

IS 

to the suit for limited divorce, I did not want her to have a divorce 


at all. My reason for changing my mind as to letting Mrs. Nor¬ 
man have a divorce was that I was sitting on the front porch at 
Virginia Beach with a broken foot. Mrs. Norman looked up and 
saw me, and I was paying her bills for alimony on her visit to 
the Beach, and I was paying the hoy's bills when he visited her, 
I did not say to her when she wanted the boy to visit her, “You pay 
the bills' 7 but I paid them as a matter of good-will, and she passed 
there, looked up, and never even deigned to speak. It changed me 
right then. I made up my mind right then that I would find some 
way to give her a divorce. That was the time I had a change of 
heart. The young lady that I had in my residence I met a few 
times before the 26th of September. Two days or two nights. 
When I came out of the theatre I saw Mr. Bonner who I suspected 
to be a detective, and I believed at that time that I was under ob¬ 


servation by him, and the night that I went into my house with 
the girl, I knew that Mr. Bonner was observing and icollowing me. 
I thought that he was and that was my reason for passing my house 
and going back to it, so as to make it more suspicious. I was 
trying to create a little suspicion. Trying to make the case ap¬ 
pear all right for Mrs. Norman, so that she could get a 
78 divorce. I had no acquaintance with this young woman 
other than what I have testified to here. It is true I asked 


Mr. Bonner if I could keep her name out of publicity. That was 
for the purpose of protecting her. I was acting in that suspicious 
manner because I had been told that the opportunity was all that 
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was necessary, and they claimed I had opportunity. Bonner told me 
that night that I had the opportunity and I had heard that a num¬ 
ber of times before Bonner told me, and I did not know the law, 
I simply took it in my own hands and made a mistake, and these 
men came into the house that night. Bonner was the first one to 
enter the house. When I was still standing at the door they rushed 
by me and went up the stairs like two wild Indians. I was close 
behind him. The other man was right along with him. I think 
the other man was ahead of me. I thought those men would come 
to my house that night. The reason that I did not know what it 
meant when they came to the house was because I did not expect 
anyone to make the noise at the front door that they made. I was 
startled bv the noise that they made. I did not think anybody 
would come and knock on the door like they, I thought. I knew 
who it was at the door. I saw the girl after that night. She came 
to my office the next morning. I did not ask her where she lived 
because I already knew. I did not ask her at that time whether 
she was going to remain in town or not. I think she told me that 
she was looking for a place, that she was going to move. I did 
not ask her where nor did she sav—I was not interested. On the 
night of the trip out on Massachusetts Avenue near Wisconsin, I 
said that I thought that I recognized Bonner’s car. They were 
passing up and down and forward and I was keeping a sharp out¬ 
look. I did not care much whether he saw me or not, but I kept 
a sharp outlook because if you have a detective following you, I 
would imagine you would keep a sharp outlook. I did not care 
much whether we were discovered or not. I was not particular 
about his finding me that night. There was no evidence 
71) that he could get that night that would do him any good, 
but the night that I went into the house with the young 
lady, I thought according to what I had been told that he could 
make out a case. It is not a matter of such common occurrence for 
young ladies to come to see me at the hotel, but it is a common 
occurrence for people to come there to visit me. My friends come 
there to visit me. Mv friends come there to visit me, but she was 
not a friend. She suggested going in the house that night. I 
asked her on the previous night to go in. On the 26th of Septem¬ 
ber, I was not living at my house. I was living at the Martinique 
Hotel. My house was empty, not oceupied at all. It was all fur¬ 
nished but not occupied. 

Cross-examination. 

By Mr. Neudecker: 

I first saw Miss Ilorton on the 24th at the theatre. The first 
thing I said to her was “Where are you going?” and she said 
“Home.” I did not have a very extended conversation with her 
that night. I think she told me that she came from St. Louis 
and was living with her aunt. She did not tell me her aunt’s name. 
I did not ask her aunt’s name. I did not ask whether she was 
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married or single. On the morning that she made a visit to my 
office, she appeared very frightened and asked what it was all about. 
I said I did not know, but she might get her name in it. She was 
worried quite a bit and I think she said she was going to move. 
She did not say anything about leaving the city. I do not think 
1 asked her that question. I have never seen her following that, but 
I tried mighty hard to find her but I did not succeed. 

Redirect examination: 

This call on me by the young lady at my office was before I saw 
Mr. Gardiner that morning. 

Thereupon Eva Hutchinson, being first duly sworn, testified for 
the defendant in substance thus: 

80 I was a servant at the Norman home for about two and a 
half years prior to Mrs. Norman’s leaving, f was the only 

servant. Mrs. Norman talked to me before she filed her first suit. 
She said she was going down and put detectives on Mr. Norman to see 
what she could find out about him. She told me this several times. 
She tola me that she had detectives on him. She told me that the 
whole thing would cost her about $500, that she would pay $100 
in advance and the rest as she could. 

Thereupon the defendant announced the conclusion of his testi¬ 
mony in defense of the petition for an absolute divorce, and there¬ 
upon after argument, the Court announced that he would deny the 
petition for an absolute divorce and that he would hear testimony 
on said petition for a limited divorce, and thereupon the plaintiff 
Adele Cook Norman, after being first duly sworn, testified in her 
own behalf in substance thus: 

When we were living at 18G1 California Street, I was seated at 
my dinner table one night. Mr. Norman sat down to the table 
in his shirt sleeves. I asked him to put his coat on and he said 
he had been accustomed to doing as he pleased in his own home. 
I said “It is how you have been raised.” With that, he came 
around and pulled me by the arm, dragged me across the floor to 
the front door and used a curse word, telling me to get out. My 
daughter got down on her knees, with her hands like this, and 
begged him not to do it. Mv sleeve was torn out of my dress. 
This was about ten years ago. lie said to me “God damn it, get 
out of here.” Two thirds of the time Mr. Norman spoke to me, 
he used curse words. About three years ago I had just come from 
Virginia Beach and stopped at the Cairo. Mr. Norman took me up 
there, left myself and my children there; he had a suite at the 
Richmond; he still retained his suite, and left me at the Cairo with 
my two children. He came up that evening—I had heard about 
him and a woman while I was away, and I reproached him 

81 with that. I told him I heard he had been riding around 
with this woman, taking her out at night, and I do not 

just remember but it was to that effect; and I accused him of it. 
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I said “I heard that you have been spending your time with this 
woman while I was at the beach,*' and he did not deny it. He 
later got up in the air and says “It is a damned lie.*’ I went to the 
window and threw my wedding ring out. It then meant nothing 
to me. lie said nothing, but got up and left and went to his suite. 

The next incident was the summer before last, when I came back 
from abroad, 1 overheard a conversation between two servants that 
were in my kitchen. 1 told him “I hear while I was away you had 
a read headed woman up in my bed room at night and that there 
were whiskey bottles and cigarette stumps thrown around.” I said 
that much to him. 1 think he said it was a damn lie. There was 
no other conversation that occurred between us as to this incident. I 
did not see the whiskey bottles and the cigarette stumps. I was in 
Europe. 

Upon another occasion 1 said to him “I hear you are going to 
Philadelphia to see a woman who is an iceman's wife, and that she 
comes here, and I hear that you were down to some party with 
her, or rather, dinner with her one night, and you were taken 
sick, drank some kind of a punch, milk punch or something, that 
made vou sick, and that you brought this woman home to my 
house and walked into the office the next morning with her.” This 
was about eight years ago when I was on California Street. He said 
this was a damn lie. 

Mr. Norman assaulted me at Virginia Beach in the summer— 
August 1921. Mrs. Buckman and myself were in a room, waiting 
for dinner to be served; there were other people in the room and 
Mr. Norman was down there for the weekend, or down for a time, 
and this man there in the room where we were waiting, someone 
started the Victrola, and the man asked Mrs. Buckman—we both 
had just met him the night before; he was an entire stranger; 
<S2 and he asked Mrs. Buckman to dance. She danced with 


him, and he asked me to dance, and while 1 was dancing 
with him, I said, “Bess, dance with Mr. Norman” and she did. I 
always dance with my cle s shut and Mr. Norman became very 
angry because I had my eyes shut dancing with the man. He 
waited a while to fight the man. I went up to my room and laid 
on the bed. He came up, and I do not know—I could not swear 
just what he said to me, but he was angry because I had danced 
with the man. He grabbed me by the arm, pulled me off the bed, 
and threw me back. I had a bruise on my arm—the right arm. 
I think he left immediately and went home. 

With reference to his language towards me. When Mr. Nor¬ 
man became angry it did not make any difference who was there, 
he used the same language. Upon one occasion we were having 
shades hung in the house. That was last vear. I was home in 
the Spring. There were two gentlemen in the house and Mr. Nor¬ 
man became angiA about something and cursed ma He said 
“God damn it” and “Go to Hell.'' I cannot think for the moment 


what begun the thing, but I said to him “Be careful, Stanton; there 
are gentlemen in the house” and he said “Damn it,” he didn’t 
care for any gentlemen. Mr. Norman addressed me in the same 
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manner before my children. It was a very hard question to tell 
what he said before the children. One instance I can tell is too 
vulgar for me to really say. I was sitting at the breakfast table one 
morning and Mr. Norman had the newspaper. He had finished 
his breakfast and was ready to leave, and I asked him for the paper. 
My boy, he and myself were there. He handed the paper to my 
hoy, telling my boy to tell me something that is too vulgar to repeat 
now. He told her to take the paper and in English stated the 
equivalent of the latin quoted “Jace Eum in Ano.” That was last 
Spring. Mr. Norman was away very often, and would remain 
away from two to six weeks. Sometimes I would ask him where 
he was going, but he never told me where he was going. He said 
it was none of mv damn business. I did not often ask him 

%j 

S3 where he had been when returned, but I may have asked 
him. 1 remember asking him last year—one time last 
winter. Last winter he went home to see his mother on Christ¬ 
mas night, and I heard that he went to New York to see a 
woman. I asked if he had been to New York, and he said no, and 
that was all that was said on the subject. Mr. Norman did not 
spend his evenings at home during the last ten years. He was 
mostly out in the evenings, and he has been as late in the last year 
as twenty minutes of three in the morning. He never told me 
where he had been. I have asked him where he has been and he 
said it was none of my damn business. He always had his liquor. 
He kept it in a cupboard and there were three keys to the cupboard, 
and he kept the three keys in his pocket and no one ever went in 
the cupboard or got a drink except when he gave it to them. He 
drank in the morning when he got up and when he went to bed, 
and I do not know what he did in the meantime, but he drank as 
soon as he could get in the house. I have known him to take a 
bottle with him two or three times when he went out in the evening. 

I was at Virginia Beach last Summer. Before I went I wrote 
for reservations for two cottages. I received an answer from both. 
One afternoon on the back porch of our home out from the library, 
my son and Mr. Norman and myself were sitting; I took these 
answers out and read them to him, and I said to him “Now, what 
must I do about going to the Beach,” he said to me, “Do you in¬ 
tend, if you go to the Beach, do you intend to come back?” “Why” 
I said “Why, yes, of course, Why not?” My son was there. Mr. 
Norman said “Because I think you had better get a lawyer, and do 
not get a shyster, because I won’t have anything to do with him, 
but get a lawyer, and I will get a lawyer, and we will settle this 
thing up. We cannot talk to each other but we can talk through 
lawyers.” Mr. Norman also said that he thought that I had not 
better come back from Virginia Beach. This was every 
84 word that we said. I noticed a change in my health as a 
result of mv trouble. I had breakdowns. I become out of 
my head and had nervous spells. I have had them along for at 
least four years. I left Mr. Norman I think it was June 17, 1923. 
I have no income of my own, no property of my own. I have a 
house but mv mother has just left me. 

7—4264a 
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Cross-examination: 

Thereupon the witness was asked whether or not she really felt 
that her husband had been cruel to her or whether it was not a 
fact that she wanted to get rid of him and was trying to devise 
some scheme to get rid of him. She answered “Mr. Gardiner, I 
have nothing in God’s world, any cause to get rid of him, as far 
as I am concerned, if I could have lived with him I would most 
willingly have done so. 1 am not interested in a person on God's 
world.” 

Witness identified a memorandum as being in her handwriting 
and explained the code numbers or letters opposite certain gentle¬ 
men’s names appearing there, as being the initials of the city 
representing their residences. Witness identified on the opposite 
page of the memroandum a list of gentlemen’s names as being in the 
handwriting of her husband, and she said these were men that she 
had met at different times, and that they wer- people of influence 
and she always put down on a book the name and address of people 
of influence that she had met, 

I am very fond of dancing and my husband always protested 
about men. I did not go with these men. did not dance with them. 
T danced with men in the room at the Kenilworth. It is true that 
every night 1 remove the paint from my face and put a grease of 
some kind over my face, and Mr. Norman protested against that, 
but who would not remove paint and powder from their face with 
grease? 

Witness was then asked if she had not had a serious controversy 
with a gentlemen at Virginia Beach a couple of years ago if she 
didn’t come in and protest that he had insulted her. 

85 A. I do not remember that. 

Motion made to strike it out. Motion sustained and an exception 
to the defendant. 

When I returned from Europe I had a gentleman’s picture in a 
little black frame, and I had a photograph of Admiral Beatty. I 
got it from a friend of mine, Mrs. Pierce. The picture was a 
German’s picture, which was sent to me. The German was an 
opera singer. I had attended the opera for two weeks in Germany 
and he had the most marvelous voice. A friend in Germany 
bought a postcard and sent it in a letter, because I liked his voice. 
I have never seen him off the stage in my life. I had these two 
gentlemen’s pictures in frames on my bureau, and Mr. Norman 
protested against it. He told me that he did not like me having 
strange gentlemen’s photographs in his bedroom, but he told me 
in coarse words. I do not know whether he asked me the name of 
these men or not. I do not remember whether I told him or not. I 
did not tell him how I got them. I refused to tell him about either 
one of them because he cursed so. That is why I refused. He told 

V 

me to take the damn German off* or he would smash it. I did not 
say anything. I did not say “I dare you to interfere with it.” He 
threw it in the fireplace and smashed it up, and then I said to him 
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“Stanton, why did you not take the German out and tear him up. 
Why did you smash my little frame?” That night when he came 
home I had removed his photograph off the bureau, and I never 
replaced it, and who would not, being cursed as I was that morning? 
lie said “God damn it, the damn German.” He threw it in the 
grate and smashed it up. He had requested me a number of times 
previously to take it off but no- kindly. I deny that my husband 
told me when 1 got the letters from Virginia Beach about my 
reservations: “Adele I cannot afford it; I am embarrassed finan¬ 
cially.” I honestly did not say “Well, if I cannot get it from you 
I will get from the court.” Nothing of that sort occurred. I deny 
that I asked him each day for the money to go to Virginia 

86 Beach. He told me to get a lawyer and I w’ent and got a 
lawyer, Mr. Rafferty, and told him of the incident at that 

time. It is not a fact that on the day I left him I told Mr. Norman 
that I was going to leave unless he w’ould give me the money to go 
to Virginia Beach. I absolutely did not. I deny that he came 
back to the house about 11:00 and said “Now 7 Adele do not leave 
the house. Be careful and do not be brash. Go and get a good 
lawyer and see if w r e cannot settle this matter rather than have 
publicity.” I deny that anything of that sort happened. He 
said “God damn it. Go ahead. I will fight you to the bitter end.” 
It is not a fact that upon that occasion I said to him that I would 
give him ten minutes to give me that money or I w^ould telephone 
my lawyer to file the bill. I did not tell him he has it all ready 
to file. I did not then walk upstairs to the telephone and call Mr. 
Rafferty and tell Mr. Rafferty to file the bill that Mr. Norman 
w T ould not give me the money. My son and daughter w T ere right 
there. I danv that I had everything packed then ready to leave. 
The fact is that Mr. Norman came home and we had a talk. He 
said he w r ould give me $150 per month, and T said I could not live 
on that. He said “All right, then go to it. I will fight you to the 
bitter end” and took his valise and w*ent away ; and I packed my 
things and went out to my daughter's the next morning. 

With reference to the incident at the breakfast table over the paper. 
Mr. Norman allowed nobody to touch the paper until he had finished 
with it. 1 deny that it is a fact that for the purpose of annoying 
and harassing him I said to him “Let me see that paper.” I deny 
that he said to me “Adele. you mav have it as soon as I leave. You 
have all day to read it in.” It is a fact that Mr. Norman kept 
liquor in the home and never allowed anybody to get any of it. I 
do not remember a number of occasions when I was having parties 
and asked him to give me some and he w 7 ould give me a quart. 
I do not remember it, never. I have never knowm him to 

87 give me a quart of anything only a prescription that was 
marked “Take one tablespoonful” and I w r as afraid to drink 

it. He did give me a quart of peach brandy. I asked him for a 
quart of liquor one night when I had some guests to play bridge, and 
he said he did not w T ant to give it for they would drink his liquor 
up. I deny that he gave me a quart of w T hiskey and that then in 
a few days I came back and asked him for another quart. I deny 
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that I said to Mr. Norman “Stanton. T do not propose that any of 
my friends shall meet you. I propose to have my friends and you 
to have vours.” Tt is not true. Nothing of that sort happened. 
I never went anywhere. I spend each summer at Virginia Beach, 
but in the Winter time I do not go anywhere. I deny that I pro¬ 
tested and accused him of every woman that came to his house— 

%j 

not unless I had a cause. 

Witness was then asked to tell the name of some woman that 
came to the house that she had cause to complain about her husband 
being intimate with. She answered: “If you will tell mei the 
name, maybe I can remember. I do not remember. I do not 
understand what you are talking about.’’ 

I deny that during the last year of our life together that 1 would 
start complaining every morning about the fact that I had no money 
and was unhappy and wanted to leave Mr. Norman. 1 used to put 
off asking Mr. Norman until he left in the morning because I knew 
there would be a scene. I asked just before he left. My husband 
allowed me $100 a month to dress three people, my daughter my 
son and myself. My daughter was married then but I had the 
same allowance when she was there. I did use a portion of the 
$100 a month to hire detectives to watch my husband, but I did 
without clothes to do it. I deny that I neglected and refused to 
pay the bills that were contracted during that period at Parker 
Bridget and Woodward & Lothrop's. I made some bills before 1 
left him. If I got July’s allowance; Mr. Norman never gave me 
July’s allowance, and therefore I could not pay the bills. 
88 The bills were $118 and the rest was what my boy bought 
after I left him. I did use the monthly allowance that Mr. 
Norman gave me to clothe myself to employ detectives to watch 
him. I paid $150 to Mr. Bonner, $100 when I first started and 
$50 the other day. He first started I think in Npril. I had Mr. 
Joyce, I just cannot remember exactly what I paid him. It seems 
to me I paid him Eighty some Dollars. I had an agreement with 
Mr. Bonner to pay him $500 if he undertook the case. I was to 
pay him the rest if I could afford it. I am $700 in the hole right 
now. I had saved up some money out of my allowance. The 
allowance Mr. Norman gave me was not more than sufficient to 
take care of me and my son, but by judicious spending of that 
money and my sewing I saved some money. I did not save it for 
the purpose of having my husband watched. I deny that Mr. 
Norman always told me when he was leaving horn- where he was go¬ 
ing until a year ago when I adopted the method of leaving home 
and going away and staying several days and declining to tell him 
where I was going. I went to the races once and stayed there in 
Baltimore several days with my sister and I was watched. I know 
I was watched because I found a piece of paper in Mr. Norman’s 
pocket telling. Go to Bradford detective and find a report of 
nothing, that three times I have been watched and no report either 
time. I do not remember, Judge Bailey, how long I stayed in 
Baltimore. Not over a day or two at the very most. I do not 
know if I told my husband where I was going before I left. I may 
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have told him. I cannot swear. Of course I told him where 1 had 
been when I came back. I do not remember that he asked me where 
I had been. I deny that I stopped living with Mr. Norman from 
the day that he smashed the German’s picture. I did not live 
with him before that. I stopped living with him when I heard 
the red-headed girl had slept in my bed. I have never seen the 
German man off the stage. I lost $20 at the races out of the 
$100 my husband gave me to pay the bills, but he did not 
89 give it to me to pay the bills. He gave me the $100 a 
month to spend. If I wanted to deprive myself of clothes 
and spend it any other way, I had the right to do it. I have been 
to parties at Virginia Reach at the Monticello Hotel and the Vir¬ 
ginia Beach Country Club to dinner with men, but always—never 
alone—in parties. When I had this detective following my hus¬ 
band in April, I told Eva, the cook—I do not remember that I told 
her that before I got through with Mr. Norman I would ruin him 
in Washington and ruin him in his business. I denv that I said 
it. No such conversation. I admit writing the following letter 
to my husband and mailing it to him: 

'‘Dear Stanton: 

“I am writing because we can’t talk without fussing, and I am 
so tired of that. I have found out why you go out nights. Your 
friends have been kind to me, three of them. T am putting the 
ring you gave me twenty one years ago in your drawer. I am ab¬ 
solutely through with it. It has meant no happiness. I had 
nothing then and after twenty one years I have personally nothing 
now, less, because I have lost these years. 

DELL.” 

I told my husband that if he would buy the house on Connecticut 
Avenue for my daughter’s sake, she was going out that winter, that 
I would try to live peaceable and happily; I did; and before it was 
bought I visited it and admired it and was pleased with it. 

Q. Is it not a fact that within two weeks after you had moved 
into that house you told him that you wished you had never seen 
the dammed house? A. Not in two weeks, no. 

Q, When was it? A. It was after a year or so of sitting there 
alone. 


Redirect examination: 

I did not talk to Mr. Norman about these incidents re- 
90 ferred to in the letter which was shown to me on cross ex¬ 
amination. I wrote the letter to keep from fussing. 

Thereupon Elizabeth K. Buekman, being first duly sworn, testi¬ 
fied for the plaintiff in substance thus: 

I live in Washington, have known Mrs. Norman three years last 
July. Met her at Virginia Beach in 1921. I know Mr. Norman. 
Met him at Virginia Beach too, I guess. I know about the disa- 
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greement between Mr. and Mrs. Norman at a dance. The facts 
were as I recollect that we were waiting for dinner. It was quite 
late and they had dinner in the middle of the day down at the 
Beach, and we were in a small room, and they started a Yictrola 
dance, and a gentleman was there, and my mother and I were there 
and Mr. and Mrs. Norman—well, quite a crowd. Dinner was late, 
and we were waiting for the dining room to open. There was one 
gentleman there I had met the day before and Mrs. Marshall intro¬ 
duced him to Mrs. Norman and me, and as we waited he came up 
and asked me to dance—some young people were dancing around— 
so l danced with him; and then Mr. and Mrs. Norman danced. 
When that record was finished they put another on and he asked 
Mrs. Norman to dance with him, and Mrs. Norman said, “Bess, you 
dance with Mr. Norman and I will dance with this gentleman." 
There was nothing unusual in the way Mrs. Norman danced, ex¬ 
cept she had her eyes shut, as she always does if listening to music, 
or listening intently to anything. The dining room door opened, 
and I went in to my dinner. I do not know what happened to Mr. 
and Mrs. Norman. They came in late. I saw Mrs. Norman after 
dinner that afternoon—the afternoon of the same day. I first saw 
her in her room. 1 observed that she was very much upset, and she 
had a bruise on her arm. She had a very bad bruise on her arm 
and 1 learned what was the matter with her arm. The bruise on 
Mrs. Norman's arm looked as though made by fingers, by being 
taken hold of by somebody, a big bruise. I did not measure it, 
but it was larger than my hand, and dark, discolored; her 
hi skin was discolored so that I noticed it when I came in her 
room and sat down to talk. Mr. Norman was in the room, 
lie did not remain there. Mrs. Norman said “Here is Bess. Ask 
her now. Mr. Norman said nothing but left the room. lie was 
ready to go in bathing, had his bathing suit on. 

Cross-examination: 

They had dinner at 2:00 or half past 2:00 and we had finished 
dinner and Mr. Norman was ready to go in bathing. It must have 
been an hour after he finished dinner. After the dancing incident 
Mr. and Mrs. Norman left, whether they left together, I do not 
know, and I went in the dining room. Could not say how long 
afterwards they came in. Mr. Norman sat pretty nearly with his 
back to his wife. I did not watch him to see whether he was eat¬ 
ing or not. I was sitting in the middle of the room some distance 
from them, and the room was crowded. 

Thereupon Tyler Norman Foley was called as a witness for 
the plaintiff and, after being first duly sworn, testified in sub¬ 
stance thus: 

I am the daughter of Mr. and Mrs. Norman. Was married on 
June 17, 1922, but until that time lived with my parents. I re¬ 
member an incident about nine or ten years ago when we were 
sitting at the dinner table and Daddy came to the table in his shirt 
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sleeves. Mother asked him to put his coat on, and she said some¬ 
thing about the way his mother had raised him, and he came 
around and dragged the chair across the floor, and I got on my 
knees to him and begged him to stop, and he did. That is all the 
incident I recall. 1 have always heard my father use profane 
language. My father usually went out in the evenings alone. My 
mother stayed at home, and I usually went out. The fussing at the 
breakfast table was almost every morning and when he would sit 
down at the breakfast table mother would ask him for monev, 
92 and he would say that he could not afford to give it to her, 
and they would both start fussing and it would end up with 
“Damn it let me alone'’ or “God damn it, let me alone,” and his 
getting up and going out. 

Cross-examination: 

The witness in answer to what she said concerning the incident 
when her mother was assaulted by her father stated that her father 
came around the table where her mother was sitting and pushed 
her out of the chair and dragged her, and that she (the witness) 
got down on her knees to him and begged him to stop and he did. 


Thereupon the plaintiff rested and the defendant Stanton R. Nor¬ 
man, having been previously sworn, testified in his own behalf in 
substance thus: 


The facts about the incident on California Street were these. 
I came in to my dinner at about six or half past six, on a very warm 
day in the summer time, and when dinner was announced I went 
and sat at the table in my shirt sleeves. My wife said “1 wish 
you would put your coat on; 1 am not accustomed to sitting at the 
table with men with their coats off.” Her manner was very disa¬ 
greeable. I said “Well, it is very warm, and I certainly want to 
be able to leave my coat off in my own home if 1 want to eat a 
meal on a day like this.” She said, “Yes, that is the way your 
mother raised you,” and of course, immediately the insinuation on 
my mother angered me and 1 got up and went around to the end 
of the table where she was sitting and 1 said “Don’t you repeat 
that.” I was hot; 1 was mad. She did repeat it. in the mean¬ 
time she had gotten up from her chair; she did repeat it, and L 
gave her a push, and she fell over on her own chair, the chair she 
had just been sitting in. My daughter got up and began to scream, 
and said “Daddy, don’t do that, don't do that” and that was the end 
of the incident. I did not strike her, did not grab her. 

With reference to swearing, the facts are that I hardly 
93 during the last two years would sit down to the dinner 
table or breakfast table without being approached by her or 
requested for money for something more than I was giving her, 
and sometimes I would give it to her. 1 have given her extras $100 
or $150 a month, over and above her regular allowance of $100 a 
month she was getting for spending money, and I have bought 
clothes for herself and the bov. We went to the Connecticut Avenue 
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house in September, 1020, and it was in June 1021 when she was 
continuously nagging me for more funds, and I was at times unable 
to give more, and it came to a point where it was very disagreeable 
and sometimes I would sav “For God's sake let me alone. Let me 
eat my meals in peace.” Sometimes we would go on 'and have a 
fuss, and sometimes my language would probably be a little bit 
stronger before I would get through with it. My wife has not 
agreed with me on any one thing, no matter how small or how 
large it was, in fifteen years. I did not spend large sums of money 
and much of my time in the society of other women. 1 tried to 
support my family to the best of my ability. In 1913 I was en¬ 
tirely without funds, I walked the floor in the Southern Building 
with 27 cents in the bank and a big overhead at home and in my 
office. On Christmas of that year I was absolutely without funds, 
and I took home $25.00 in money in live bills in an envelope and 
handed it to my wife. It meant quite a lot to me at that time. I 
simply gave it to her as a Christmas present. She handed it back 
to me and said “If that is the best you can do, you can keep it.” 
I was absolutely without funds and that looked like quite a big 
bit. Mv wife knew my financial condition because I told her. 

In reference to the allegation in the bill that in the Summer 
of 1922 and during her absence, I entertained women in my home, 
the facts are these: I entertained no women there except some of 
my friends, some of them prominent people in town, and I will 
give the Court the names if he requests it. I had a patent attorney 
and a reporter that was on Mr. Hardin's staff*. He and his 
94 wife and the patent attorney and his wife. On another 
occasion a lady and her mother, and I guess that is the red¬ 
headed woman she talks about because she did have red hair. Also 
the secretary of a legation. Absolutely nothing improper. On 
another occasion I was invited out to the Club with a party of five 
or six, and we stopped in and spent an hour or so. That is the ex¬ 
tent of parties, taking my friends into my own house. Immediately 
upon her return from Europe, or soon after her return there was 
a photograph of a German or apparently he was a German, sitting 
on her dresser, in my bed room, and there was a photograph of 
another man, and I asked her who these men were, and she said, 
“Oh, just some men I have met.” I said “1 do not like th me sitting 
in my bedroom. I wish you would put them somewhere else.” 
She paid no attention to it, and I mentioned it two or three times 
after that and asked her to take them out of my bedroom. 1 did 
not want them there. I did not know who they were or anything 
about them. One morning I got up and noticed the German 
staring me in the face the first thing, and I said “Dell, I am all 
American. You take that damned German out of here or I am 
going to smash him right this morning.” She said “If you do you 
will regret it.” I said “Here goes;"' and I took him off the dress¬ 
ing table and threw it in the lire place and smashed the frame and 
the glass. “Now,”' I said, “If you don’t get the other one out be¬ 
fore I come home tonight he will get his dues too.” That was the 
end of the incident. There was a photograph of my wife sitting 
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on my dresser and when I came home that night the photograph 
of my wife had been taken away from my dresser, and a photograph 
of myself over on her dresser was taken out of the frame and stuck 
in my drawer in my dresser. She occupied the same room with 
me that night. Frequently my wife would leave me for a week 
or so, two or three days at a time until she would get in a good 
humor and come back again. She would go up and sleep on the next 
floor above. During the last year we have lived together, 
05 my wife left home on at least three occasions. In February 
and April, 1923. On one occasion in February, 1923, she 
said she wanted to go to Pine Bluff to visit some people there. I 
told her I was hard up for money and she just came a few months 
ago from Europe, and that was an expensive trip, and I did not have 
the money to give her. She said “I am going anyw T ay. I have got 
a little money in the bank and I am going anyway. So she did. 
In about possibly a week or ten days after she was there she wrote 
me that she had spent all of her money and asked me to please 
send her a check for $50. I sent the check for $50 and a couple 
of weeks later she wrote me she had spent that $50 for a dress to 
go to a card party and that she needed another $50 to get home. 
I sent it. She next left home, I think in April. Went and stayed 
probably a couple of days. I do not know where she went. She 
did not tell me where she was going. I did not discover she had 
gone until I went home at night. When she returned I asked her 
where she had been and she told me she had been to Baltimore, to 
the races at Havre de Grace. She said she had lost $20. I asked 
her where she had been for three days and she said with her mother 
and sister in Baltimore. The third time I do not know whether I 
can tell you correctly, but the reason I know that was that I made 
a memorancum of it at the time. With reference to the incident 
at Virginia Beach. We were dancing around in the parlor, in the 
cottage during the morning and after dinner we both undressed 
and I began to fondle with my wife, and she became so nasty and 
disagreeable and raised so many objections about it that I got up 
and pushed her over from me, and said “Damn it, do as you please 
then” and I put my clothes on and then afterward I left. I didn’t 
go back any more that summer. My wife said she did not care to 
have me meet her friends and she did not care to meet mine. She 
said the best thing for me to do was to go my way and she would 
go hers. On one occasion when a fuss was going on, she stood 
at the foot of the steps on her way up to the fourth floor, 
96 stamped her feet and said “I am young and I am still good 
looking and can get another man and I am going to do it.” 
That was in the Apring of 1923. She left the house on the 29th 
of June, 1923. The circumstances of her leaving were these: She 
had been gradually growing worse all the time. We got to talking 
about it one night on our back porch, and she said “I want to talk 
to you.” That is how it started. We went on the back porch, 
and I said, “Now, let us not quarrel about it, don’t start any 
accusations, just tell me what it is you want to talk about now.” 

8—4264a 
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“Well,” she said, “I am tired and I want to quit, T want to go. 
Tighman will be ready to go to college. I will be ready to leave 
borne. We are both unhappy. We don't love each other, and why 
should we stay together? Now let us quit.'’ I said, “Dell, I have 
been fighting this for fifteen years, and I am tired, and I think 
probably that is the best thing to do. Now, we cannot agree, we 
have talked this thing over and talked it over a number of times 
and we cannot agree, and it always ends in a big fuss, so it is a fact 
that you and I cannot agree. Now go down and get you a good 
lawyer, I won't tell you who to get, you find a good lawyer, don't 
get a shyster, but get a good lawyer and I will get one, and we will 
get them to have a meeting and we will both state our cases before 
them and maybe they can agree for us. Mv recollection is that that 
occurred about the middle of June and she left on the 29th of June. 
She wanted so much money, so much settlement, and nothing 
could we agree about unless she got her a lawyer and I got one. 
After it was reported we could not agree, she said that she was going 
to enter suit. She was still at the house and said she was going 
to enter suit, and T told her that that would get her nowhere. 
Now, I said, “The best thing for us to do is to get some under¬ 
standing, this is a nasty thing we have been quarreling all these 
years, and what is the use of going into court about it.” Well, T 
had to leave, and she said about a week after the first conversa¬ 
tion took place, I had to leave for Virginia on some busi- 
97 ness, and she said “I wish you would not go,” she said, “I 
want to file my suit,” she said “I have got it ready.” She 
was still living with me. I had to go away to Virginia on business 
and I told her she would have to wait until I came back. I came 
back and I cannot tell you whether on the 28th of June or the 
morning of the 29th of June, knowing that this thing was pending 
or about to happen, the actual separation on some ground, I went 
home, T went down to the office and left and went home, and I 
said “Dell, 1 want to talk to you.” So we went in the library, 
which is in the rear of the house, and talked the matter over. And 
the first thing she started in to do was enter a lot of accusations. I 
said, “We have gone all through with that, there is no use discussing 
that at all, what I want to do is to have some understanding if we 
can.” I said, “Just how much do you want,” she said, “I want 
$200 a month.” I said, “Dell, you know I can't pay that, we have 
both agreed to send the boy to college, and you know that his ex¬ 
penses there are going to be in round figures about $1,200 a year, 
including his summer board and expenses at home, and I can’t 
pay that.” I said, “Dell my income is about $5,000 a year, it 
won’t vary very much either one way or the other. I have no 
stated income but that is about the average. I will tell you what 
I will do. We will deduct the $1,200 for the boy, because we both 
agreed that we wanted him to go to school, to college, we will de¬ 
duct that and I will divide the balance with you” and she says, 
“And whatever else you make.” I says, “No, we are going to make 
an agreement right now” and she says, “Well, I can’t take that.” 
“Well,” I said, “that is the best I can do, I have got to live too,” 
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I said, “If you wont agree to that you had better go and file your 
suit.” My impression is that that was on the morning of tho 
29th of June, and she told me the suit was all prepared and ready 
to be signed, and she did leave the house that day and filed the 
suit that afternoon. 

08 With reference to the incident at the Cairo Hotel testified 

to by my wife. She came home from Virginia Beach and 
we went to the Cairo to remain there for a few days temporarily for 
the purpose of finding an apartment which she said she wanted. 
She seemed to be in a very good humor when she came home. So 
that night I went home and the minute I entered the house she 
began to tell me she had heard this and that, and a whole lot of 
stuff. I do not remember now, but the usual accusations. She said 
“Here is your wedding ring, it means nothing to me.” 1 said “1 
don’t want it.” She pushed it out the window. My little boy 
was present at the time, my son, he went out the next morning 
and hunted for the ring and brought it in, he told me so. I have 
never seen the ring since. / have never seen the ring since. I 
do not think she has worn it since. I have never seen it on her 


linger. That was in September, 1920. At that time she decided 
that she wanted a house and I did not have much monev but 1 

i/ 

bought the house to please her and my daughter and about two 
weeks after we moved in the house she stood in the front door one 
morning after breakfast was over and said “1 wish I had never seen 
this damned house.” “Well,” I said “It is very discouraging. J 
took all the money I had and put it in this house.” In the Fall 
1921 she made me a proposition about purchasing the fur coat. I 
agreed to pay for half of it over and above her monthly allowance 
and she said that if I would buy the coat she would be nice to please 
me and do everything she could, but it was the same old thing, 
fussing and growling and quarreling all the time. In 1921 I gave 
her $1,200 to go to Europe. I made a good sized deal or I should 
not have had the money to give her. I did it because 1 thought 
it might change her, and when she returned I met her in New York 
at the steam dock and she was delighted to see me, but in ten days 
it was back to the same old thing. With reference to the news¬ 
paper incident. I desired the newspaper to read while I was at 
breakfast just for the five or ten minutes while I was eating 
99 breakfast. I left the paper at home, and she would ask me 


to give her a piece of it, and this morning she asked me for 
the paper while I was reading it. She wanted the paper, and she 
was very disagreeable about it. I said “I leave the paper here for 
you all day. I certainly ought to be able to have it without being 
disturbed every time I sit down here for a few seconds.” The 


same thing had been going on for several years, and it just made 
me mad and I lost my head for a few moments, that is, when 1 
made the remark previously testified to. With reference to in¬ 
toxicating liquors, I drank hardly at all until I began to have so 
much trouble with my wife. In fact I did not consume hardly a 
pint a year until my mind was disturbed and tom to pieces and I 
was half crazy nearly and I did occasionally take a drink. Some- 
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times in the morning but very seldom, every night when I went 
home before dinner, but during the day I took no drinks except 
like an ordinary man would when somebody asked me to take a 
drink. 


Cross-examination: 

When Mrs. Norman made this remark on California Street it 
reflected on my mother and made me angry. I got up from the 
table and went around where she was and gave her a shove after 
I told her not to repeat it and she did. 1 don't remember whether 
she went to the floor or not, but I think she did. I did not drag 
her and I think she started crying and went upstairs without 
finishing her dinner. It was not only when Mrs. Norman asked for 
money but we were quarreling all the time. She would not agree 
with mo on anything. She never came to me about any matter, 
but always did to suit herself. Pail of the time the disagreement 
was because of her accusations. Part because of money, and part 
about other things. She would confront me with accusations con¬ 
cerning other women and I would ask her what authority she had 
for such statements, this she would not saw 1 never went into 
that house except with husbands and wives or men and women 
together in a party. I was very angry about the photo- 
100 graphs that Mrs. Norman brought back from Europe with 
her, and was suspicious of these men. culturally so. She 
would not tell me who they were and the only explanation I got 
was “Those are just men I met.” I didn’t know anything about 
these trips that she took, did not know she was going, she would not 
tell me where she had been; once she said she had been to the 
races and one other time she did not tell me and 1 didn’t ask be¬ 
cause I didn’t care. Upon one occasion T talked with Eva Hutchin¬ 
son, the servant and she told me that Mrs. Norman had told her 
not to tell me where she had gone. The woman who testified yester¬ 
day about the bruises on my wife’s arm at Virginia Beach was not 
in the room and did not come in while I was in there. 

Redirect examination: 

I have a telephone in my house and in my office and my wife 
did not telephone me on any of these occasions that she was leaving 
home. I did not have anyone following my wife, or observing my 
wife or reporting to me about her conduct at any time during the 
past two years. 

Thereupon Eva Hutchinson, having been previously sworn, 
testified in substance for the defendant thus: 

I served breakfast in the Norman home for the last two years of 
their married life together. Usually Mrs. Norman would come 
down first, sometimes there was a fuss at breakfast and sometimes 
there was not. She would accuse him of things. She would accuse 
him of women and he would get mad about it. I remember only 
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once she accused him of being with a woman. She would tell him 
what was told to her. He said it was a lie, that it wasn’t so. She 
told him that her friends had told it to her and she believed it. 
The money question would come up often. She had bills and he 
told her not to make any bills downtown as he would not 
101 have the money to pay, and she would make the bills and 
ask him to pay. He would refuse to give it to her because 
he was in a hole. She would get angry and that was all I remember. 
She told me she had detectives on Mr. Norman. Said she wanted 
a divorce. Mrs. Norman told me not to tell Mr. Norman where 
she was going when she went away. She told me she was going 
to Baltimore and said if Mr. Norman asked me just to say I didn't 
know. 


Cross-examination: 

The fusses were about monev and women, and on one occasion 
only about women that I remember. 

Testimony in Rebuttal. 

Thereupon Adele Cook Xorinan was called in rebuttal and testi¬ 
fied in substance thus: 

When I went to Pine Bluff 1 had just gotten over the Flu and 
I)r. Kaufman said I needed that trip. I asked my husband for 
the money to go. I do not know what I said to him. 1 expected 
the doctor to tell him. I went to Baltimore on the three occasions 
Mr. Norman testified to. The first time after Mr. Norman had 
left for the office a friend of mine whose brother was going to the 
races at Havre de Grace in a five passenger ear called me up and 
gave me an invitation. I told the servant where I was going. On 
the other times I do not remember whether I told the servant or not. 
I cannot recall about the other times but I think Mr. Norman had 
left for the office. I don’t know, I was worried. I deny that I 
told Mr. Norman that I was still young and that I could get another 
man. 


Cross-examination: 

It did not occur to me to telephone Mr. Norman when my 
mother was ill and I rushed off. I did not write him after I got 
there. I told the servant one time, the time I was going to the 
races not to tell Mr. Norman where I was going. My friends 
102 left me in Baltimore. I was at my sister’s home. 

Thereupon both sides rested, and after argument of counsel the 
Court announced that he would sign a decree upon the ground 
of cruelty since he believed that the evidence coupled with the 
incidents testified to, upon which the plaintiff sought an absolute 
divorce were sufficient to entitle the plaintiff to a divorce on the 
ground of cruelty. 
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Thereupon, this being all the evidence offered in the ease, con¬ 
taining all the rulings of the Court and exceptions of counsel, the 
Court does hereupon, this 15 day of December, A. D., 1924, sign 
this statement of evidence in duplicate and certifies the same to he a 

correct record of all the proceedings had in this cause. 

* 

By the Court. 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

Justice. 

OK. 

JOSEPH A. RAFFERTY & 

P. II. MARSHALL. 


OK. 

W. GWYNN GARDINER. 

J. WM. TOMLINSON. 

103 [Endorsed:] Equity. No. 41453. Adele Cook Norman, 
Plaintiff, vs. Stafrton R. Norman Defendant. Statement of 
Evidence. Submitted Nov. 11, 1924. Jennings Bailey, J. Law 
Offices of W. Gwynn Gardiner. Filed Nov. 20, 1924. Morgan II. 
Beach, Cleflk. 

*i i 

Endorsed t*n cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
4264. Stanton R. Norman, Appellant, vs. Adele Cooke Norman. 
Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Dec. 22, 1924. 
Henry W. Hodges, Clerk. 
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